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Question 4: Long Essay Question, Changes in Postwar Economy 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of the exam, essays may contain errors that do not detract from their overall quality, as long as the historical content used to advance the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 economic change in Europe during the period 1945 to 1989. 
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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 economic

change in Europe during the period 1945 to 1989. The thesis or claim must either
provide some indication of the reason for making that claim OR establish categories of
the argument.

Examples that do not earn this point: 

Provide a restatement of the prompt  
• “Europe experienced economic change in the period 1945-

1989.”

Provide a historically defensible claim, but do not establish a line 
of reasoning  
• “Europe’s economy grew massively in the postwar period.”

Are not historically defensible 
• “Europe’s economy became more independent from the rest of

the world’s in the period after the war.”

Examples that earn this point: 

Establish a line of reasoning that evaluates the topic of the prompt  
• “Although the economies of Europe were completely devastated by the war, they began

to recover through greater economic and political cooperation, leading to prolonged
period of economic growth.”

Establish a line of reasoning that evaluates the topic of the prompt with analytic categories 
• “Postwar Europe experienced rapid economic growth but also an economic division

between free market economies in Western Europe and the communist bloc system in
Eastern Europe.”

Establish a line of reasoning 
• “The most significant change in Europe’s economy was a recovery from the effects of the

war.” [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 phrase or reference.

Responses that earn this point: 
• Accurately describe a context relevant to economic changes in Europe during the period

1945 to 1989.

Examples that do not earn this point:  

Do not provide context relevant to the topic of the prompt 
• “Wars are never good for the economy.” 

Provide a passing phrase or reference 
• “Europe experienced economic growth after the war.”

Examples of relevant context that earn this point include the following, if appropriate 
elaboration is provided: 
• Economic consequences of the Great Depression/Second World War

• Political/ideological divisions in Europe at the end of the war 

• Engagement of the United States in European affairs

• Economic challenge of communism / Soviet-style economic planning

• Demographic shifts as a result of the two World Wars

• Consumer-driven economies 

• Technological developments affecting economic production

• Trade liberalization

• Economic effects of decolonization

• Gender changes in the workforce as a result of the wars

• Damage caused by the war to cities and industry 

Example of acceptable contextualization: 
• “Europe emerged from the Second World war with two rival economic models.”
• “At the end of the war, Europe faced the task of rebuilding its economy.” [Minimally

acceptable contextualization]

Additional Notes: 
• The response must describe broader historical events, developments, or processes that occur before, during, or continue after the time frame of the question

that are relevant to the topic of the prompt.
• 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 at least two pieces of evidence 
relevant to the topic of the prompt. 

2 points 
Supports an argument in response to the prompt using 
at least two pieces of specific and relevant 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 the 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 economic change in Europe during the period 1945 to
1989.

Responses that earn 2 points: 
• Use at least two specific historical examples to

support an argument regarding the most significant
economic change in Europe during the period 1945
to 1989.

Examples of evidence that are specific and relevant include 
the following [two examples required]: 
• The “economic miracle” of postwar West Germany
• Growth in cradle-to grave welfare state protections 

• United States aid and support [Marshall Plan]

• Formation of the communist bloc and COMECON

• Western European economic integration

• Creation of precursors to the EU

• Oil-price shocks and economic downturn of the 1970s

• Attempts to hold on to colonies after decolonization
• Economic stagnation and political unrest in Eastern

Europe, leading to the collapse of communism 
• Migrant workers in Europe; changes to migration policies
• De-industrialization and the shift to service economies
• Multi-national corporations
• Women’s greater access to professional careers
• Post-World War II baby boom in Europe

Example of a statement that earns one point for evidence: 
• “West Germany in particular had rapid economic growth

in the 50s and 60s and needed millions of foreign ‘guest
workers’ to support its economy.”

Examples that successfully support an argument with 
evidence:  
• “After the war, many European governments took

control of major industries, especially in Eastern
Europe, marking a major shift from free-market
capitalism.” [Uses evidence to support an argument
about the most significant economic change in
Europe during the period 1945 to 1989]

• “Western European countries sought to encourage
growth and trade by lowering tariffs and other
barriers and gradually forming a unified economy
where people and goods could move freely across
national borders.” [Uses evidence to support an
argument about the most significant economic
change in Europe during the period 1945 to 1989]

• “As oil prices surged in the 1970s, many Western
European countries’ economies suffered major
downturns after a long period of growth.” [Uses
evidence to support an argument about the most
significant economic change in Europe during the
period 1945 to 1989]

Examples that do not earn points: 

Provide evidence that is outside the 
time period or region 
• “The Second Industrial Revolution

spread the economic benefits of
industry throughout Europe.”

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 through sophisticated argumentation 
and/or effective use of evidence. 

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 about
economic change in Europe during the period 1945
to 1989. The reasoning might be uneven or
imbalanced, or the evidence may be overly general 
or lacking specificity.

Responses that earn 2 points: 
May demonstrate a complex understanding through sophisticated 
argumentation that is relevant to the prompt. This may be done in a variety 
of ways, such as: 
• Explaining multiple themes or perspectives to explore complexity or

nuance; OR
• Explaining multiple causes or effects, multiple similarities or

differences, or multiple continuities or changes; OR
• Explaining both cause and effect, both similarity and difference, or

both continuity and change; OR
• Explaining relevant and insightful connections within and across

periods or geographical areas. These connections should clearly
relate to an argument that responds to the prompt.

May demonstrate a complex understanding through effective use of 
evidence relevant to an argument that addresses the prompt. This may be 
done in a variety of ways that might include: 
• Explaining how multiple pieces of specific and relevant evidence [at

least four] support a nuanced or complex argument that responds to 
the prompt; OR 

• Using evidence effectively to demonstrate a sophisticated
understanding of different perspectives relevant to the prompt. 

Examples that do not earn 
points: 

Provide evidence but offer 
no reasoning to connect 
the evidence to an 
argument 
• “The Oil Crisis of the

1970s put an end to
the postwar economic
boom.” [Note that the
phrases “put an end 
to” is not by itself
sufficient to credit the

Using a historical reasoning process to frame or 
structure an argument could include: 
• Using comparative reasoning to explain how

Western Europe experienced greater economic 
growth under a more free-market system than did 
Eastern Europe under communism. 

• Structuring an argument thematically to highlight
social and political changes associated with
economic growth or decline.

• Using change and continuity over time to recount
how Europe experienced periods of growth and
stagnation during the period from 1945 to 1989.

Example of acceptable use of historical reasoning: 

Demonstrating a complex understanding might include any of the 
following, if appropriate elaboration is provided: 
• Explaining how changes in Europe’s external economic relationships

as well as changes in its internal economic structure both contributed
to overall change. [Using evidence effectively to demonstrate a
sophisticated understanding of different perspectives relevant to the
prompt]

• Evaluating which of two major economic changes—for instance,
European economic integration or the failure of centrally planned
economies—was ultimately more significant. [Explaining multiple
themes or perspectives to explore complexity or nuance] 

• Explaining how Europe’s economic relationships with the United
States and formerly colonized areas both changed and remained the
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statement as an 
example of reasoning 
using CCOT] 

• “Communist economies overall did less well than
free-market economies in the postwar period.”
[Indicates difference between European economies
in the postwar period]

same in the wake of war and decolonization. [Explaining both 
continuity and change] 

• Considering the role of both the United States and the Soviet Union in
driving economic change in Europe. [Using evidence effectively to
demonstrate a sophisticated understanding of different perspectives
relevant to the prompt]

Additional Notes: 
• To earn the first point for analysis and reasoning, the response must use historical reasoning to structure a response to the prompt, although the reasoning

might be uneven or imbalanced, or the evidence may be overly general or lacking in specificity.
• This complex understanding must be part of the argument and may be demonstrated in any part of the response. 
• While it is not necessary for this complex understanding to be woven throughout the response, it must be more than 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 2024 each LEQ asked 
students to determine the most significant change during a particular time period and aspect of 
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 change in Europe from 1945 to 1989. 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 most significant change in Europe’s economy during the period of 
1945 to 1989 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 most significant change in Europe’s economy during the 
period of 1945 to 1989. This demonstration of understanding could be achieved in various ways. 
Responses could explain multiple causes by analyzing several differences between economic systems 
in Western (capitalist) and Eastern (communist) Europe. Responses could also identify multiple causes 
or effects, both cause and effect, both similarity and difference, or continuity and change. A new way 
for responses to earn points to demonstrate a complex understanding this year is by providing four 
pieces of evidence that support an argument related to the prompt. 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 
Thesis Score: 1 
Contextualization Score: 1 
Evidence Score: 2 
Analysis and Reasoning Score: 2 

Total Score: 6 

A. Thesis/Claim (0–1 points): 1 

The response earned 1 point for thesis by claiming in the first paragraph that the most significant 
economic change in Europe during the period of 1945 to 1989 was the division into communist and 
capitalist economic spheres.  
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Long Essay Question 4 (continued) 

B. Contextualization (0–1 points): 1 

The response earned 1 point for contextualization. In the first paragraph, it discusses major events of 
the early twentieth century and the state of Europe in 1945. 

C. Evidence (0–2 points): 2 

Providing Specific Examples of Evidence 

The response earned 1 point for evidence because it provides at least two specific and relevant pieces 
of evidence (Marshall Plan in paragraph two; Stalin’s harsh economic principles in paragraph three; 
consumer goods and luxuries in paragraph four; and the switch in Western countries to fewer 
manufacturing jobs in paragraph five). 

Using Specific Evidence in Support of a Relevant Argument 

The response earned 1 point for using evidence to support an argument by using multiple pieces of 
relevant evidence to explain the difference in economic systems in Eastern and Western Europe. 

D. Analysis and Reasoning (0–2 points): 2 

Using Historical Reasoning 

The response earned 1 point for using historical reasoning by constructing a comparative argument. In 
paragraph four, the response contrasts the consumer goods industries in both Eastern and Western 
Europe. 

Demonstrating Complex Understanding 

The response earned 1 point for demonstrating complex understanding through the use of specific and 
relevant evidence. The response utilized four pieces of evidence to support the argument effectively 
(Marshall Plan in paragraph two; Stalin’s harsh economic principles in paragraph three; consumer 
goods and luxuries in paragraph four; and the switch in Western countries to fewer manufacturing 
jobs in paragraph five). 

Sample: 4B 
Thesis Score: 0 
Contextualization Score: 1 
Evidence Score: 1 
Analysis and Reasoning Score: 1 

Total Score: 3 

A. Thesis/Claim (0–1 points): 0 

The response did not earn the point for thesis as there is no attempt to provide one. 

  



AP® European History 2024 Scoring Commentary 
 

© 2024 College Board.  
Visit College Board on the web: collegeboard.org. 

Long Essay Question 4 (continued) 

B. Contextualization (0–1 points): 1 

The response earned 1 point for contextualization. In the first paragraph, it discusses the condition of 
Europe in the aftermath of the Second World War. 

C. Evidence (0–2 points): 1 

Providing Specific Examples of Evidence 

The response earned 1 point for evidence because it provided at least two specific and relevant pieces 
of evidence. In paragraph two, the response correctly identifies the Baby Boom as one piece of 
evidence. In paragraph three, the response correctly identifies that the Marshall Plan “helped the 
rebuild after WW2.” 

Using Specific Evidence in Support of an Argument 

The response did not earn the point for using specific evidence in support of an argument because it 
does not provide enough evidence to connect to an argument. 

D: Analysis and Reasoning (0–2 points): 1 

Using Historical Reasoning 

The response earned 1 point for using historical reasoning by structuring a comparative argument. At 
the end of paragraph three, the response compares the recovery of Western vs Eastern Europe. 

Demonstrating Complex Understanding 

The response did not earn the point for demonstrating complex understanding because there was no 
explicit attempt within the response. 

Sample: 4C 
Thesis Score: 0 
Contextualization Score: 1 
Evidence Score: 0 
Analysis and Reasoning Score: 0 

Total Score: 1 

A. Thesis/Claim (0–1 points): 0 

The response did not earn the point for thesis because while it attempted to write a thesis at the 
beginning of paragraph two, the argument about the Marshall Plan supporting the Soviet Union is 
historically incorrect. 
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Long Essay Question 4 (continued) 

B. Contextualization (0–1 points): 1 

The response earned 1 point for contextualization. In the first paragraph, it discusses the two World 
Wars and the devastation brought to European countries. 

C. Evidence (0–2 points): 0 

Providing Specific Examples of Evidence 

The response did not earn the point for evidence because it did not provide at least two specific and 
relevant pieces of evidence. There is an attempt at providing evidence of the Marshall Plan's benefits 
to the Soviet Union, but these statements are incorrect. 

Using Specific Evidence in Support of an Argument 

The response did not earn the point for using evidence to support an argument because it does not 
provide enough evidence to connect to an argument. 

D: Analysis and Reasoning (0–2 points): 0 

Using Historical Reasoning 

The response did not earn the point for historical reasoning because it did not use historical reasoning 
through to frame or structure its argument. 

Demonstrating Complex Understanding 

The response did not earn the point for demonstrating complex understanding because there was no 
explicit attempt within the response. 
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