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Introduction
As in other recent series this paper saw a pleasing level of focus on contemporary events 
from many candidates, particularly in the areas of Education, the NHS and the Economy. 
It was particularly noticeable that a great many more candidates gave predominant focus 
to post-2010 Politics, albeit questions were deliberately constructed to encourage this. 
As usual it was the Law and Order topic where the most candidates tended towards the 
overly historical, although even here there was progress with less pre-1997 content than 
previously.

It was also the case that the Welfare and Economy essays, which both invited candidates to 
critically assess the impacts of coalition policy, saw a greater number of candidates structure 
their response from a personal political point of view. Provided that this was done in such a 
way that both sides of the argument were still given reasonable consideration it could be a 
very effective approach, and a pleasing number of candidates were able to do this.

It was also pleasing to again see few candidates eschewing a political approach in favour of 
a Business Studies approach (Question 2), a Sociological approach (Question 7) or any of 
the numerous other such traps for those who study related subjects. In general there was a 
strong political focus.

It was interesting to note a very even spread of both short responses and essays than 
in previous years with no obvious favourites or strongly unpopular questions. There was 
little repetition of last year’s common misunderstanding of a basic political term (universal 
welfare benefits) although quite a few of the candidates who responded to question 2 
showed limited rather than clear understanding of ‘quantative easing’ even where they 
clearly understood the criticisms of it.

Balance remained critical to achieving Level 3 in essay responses, and in those short 
responses where it was requested, and it should be emphasised that to meet this fully 
requires to an appropriate balance between governments as well as between 'sides' of the 
debate.

It was apparent that many candidates have acted on feedback with regard to making a 
series of underdeveloped points in short responses, and as a result more candidates offered 
a sensible number of better developed arguments, although this was still a fault on question 
5 in particular. Equally some candidates fell into the opposite trap on question 4 by covering 
what was essentially one point, about the impact on civil liberties, from several different 
angles.

There was a certain extent to which some candidates understanding of synopticity slightly 
regressed in terms of a ‘yes/no’ structure, but equally there was a good degree of explicit 
awareness of views within parties and between coalition partners, as well as simply 
between government and opposition. More candidates than in the last series were also able 
to recognise that with law and order essays it is generally possible to argue both for and 
against a question for both Labour and the Coalition. 

Another weakness that was relatively common, and not new to this paper, was a tendency 
to engage the question, but not the whole question. For example both question 1 and 
question saw rather more ‘how’ than ‘why’ and/or a focus of only one government rather 
than ‘governments’. Equally a significant minority of candidates did, at times, adopt an 
over descriptive style, where the question specifically required consideration of impact or 
success.

Candidates must remain vigilant in their attempts to respond to all that is asked, as well as 
only that which is asked, as this allows them to access the maximum marks whilst making 
the most effective use of their time.
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Question 1
The key elements to success in answering this question were an appreciation of both ‘why’ 
and ‘how’, and an awareness of the policies of more than one government. Most candidates 
were able to offer at least some consideration of each of these elements, but the how was 
generally better done than the why. The need to meet emissions targets as a driver for 
policy change was often discussed but not always in detail and was sometimes quite vague.

The most popular policies discussed were the congestion charge and fuel escalator 
under Labour, and HS2 and the scrapping of Heathrow’s additional runway under the 
Conservatives. Some candidates showed some confusion as to government policy on 
these latter two projects although this is perhaps partly understandable. Boris Bikes were 
also mentioned in dispatches by some candidates. Besides carbon emissions, motivation 
for these policies focused on discussion on the impact of wildlife and the desire to reduce 
congestion.

Level 1 responses were rare, but generally failed to address the question. Most often they 
discussed why transport policies had been criticised on environmental grounds, rather than 
why and how environmental concerns had impacted on policy.

Level 2 were generally characterised by either a fairly broad focus on ‘how’ but a more 
vague 'why', mostly commonly a general link to ‘carbon emissions’, or alternatively a focus 
on only one government. A lack of sufficient ‘how’ was quite rare as a limiting factor.

Level 3 responses offered specific and relevant policy examples from both Labour and 
Coalition government, and a more detailed consideration of the motivation behind these. 
This motivation was not necessarily individual to each policy, although it could be. It was 
also possible to reach Level 3 with only one why, provided it was explored in sufficient 
detail, for example with specific emissions targets or treaties, rather than simply ‘reducing 
emissions’.
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This responses covers two valid ‘how’ items - HS2 and Heathrow, 
and discusses some of ‘why’ with reference to green targets. This 
could potentially reach the top of level 2 or bottom of level 3, but the 
candidate wastes time on the incorrect point about the Channel Tunnel 
and therefoes does not cover the other points in as much detail as they 
might have, leaving this in mid level 2. Actual Mark 8.

Examiner Comments

Be wary of including points that you are not sure about - you will not 
lose marks if they incorrect but you will lose time that you could have 
spent gaining marks elsewhere.

Examiner Tip
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This candidate covers a wider range of points across the relevant period and more clearly links 
the how and the why aspects taking this comfortably into Level 3. Actual mark 13.

Examiner Comments

For ‘how and why’ questions you can deal with these aspects 
separately, but explicitly linking them within particular points often 
makes for a strong answer.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2
This specific economic ground had not been covered previously and perhaps as a 
consequence this was the least popular of the short response questions. Nevertheless 
this did not deter a significant number of candidates from attempting it. The most 
striking feature about these responses was that a large number showed only a limited 
understanding of the mechanics of Quantitative Easing, generally describing it as ‘printing 
more money’. Furthermore few understood that the decision was in the hands of the 
Monetary Policy Committee rather than the government, although confusion over this 
subtlety is perhaps understandable. Despite this many candidates did go on to show a 
substantial understanding of the relevant criticisms of the policy, particularly in terms of 
inflation, devaluation, effectiveness and lack of government control, and achieved marks in 
higher level 2, or in level 3.

Level 1 responses were characterised by major confusion as to the meaning of quantitative 
easing, often confusing it entirely with the general policy of stimulus pursued by Labour 
prior to 2010.

Level 2 responses generally offered either an accurate definition but only one clear grounds 
for controversy, predominantly the inflationary effects, or a limited definition with additional 
accurate controversies.

Level 3 responses most commonly showed both a complete and accurate definition and at 
least two clear controversies that were explained in some detail. However some responses 
were able to reach level 3 with a limited definition, where this was compensated for by a 
substantial range of accurate controversies.
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A very confused answer that focuses on the wrong government and appears to very hazy as to 
what QE involves. A small amount of credit is given for the references to pumping money into 
banks, which does have some relevance. Actual mark 2.

Examiner Comments

If a question asks you to critique something and you are not certain 
that you understand the concept you are critiquing then the question is 
best avoided.

Examiner Tip
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The candidate offers a clear and reasonable definition and makes three acceptable points. 
Had these points been developed further they might have reached the very top of the mark 
scheme, but this was still sufficient for Level 3. Actual mark 11.

Examiner Comments

The difference between responses at the bottom and top of Level 3 is 
commonly a question of how developed the points made are.

Examiner Tip
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Question 3
This was the second most popular short response question, only just behind question 4, and 
many responses followed a similar pattern to question 1 – recognising the requirements for 
both policy (how) and motivation (why) and covering more than one government. The ‘why’ 
offered was generally stronger than on question 1 and as a result more candidates accessed 
the higher marks. Some candidates were also able to explicitly identify the continuity and/
or contrasts between different governments’ policies which, whilst not required by the 
question, was both relevant and creditable. The favoured policies to focus on were the 
internal market, PFI and Commissioning Boards; and costs, standards and ideology were all 
commonly cited drivers.

A small but surprising minority of candidates disregarded ‘since 1997’ and addressed 
reforms of the Thatcher or Major governments. A few other erroneously identified League 
Tables to be, by themselves, an example of private sector involvement.

Level 1 responses were very uncommon, usually being seen only where a candidate was 
clearly struggling either with timing or with selecting a third question.

Level 2 responses generally offered a clear explanation of both the motivation and policy 
of one government, or covered both governments policy well but with relatively brief 
consideration of the motivation behind it.

Level 3 responses covered more than once government and commonly showed 
understanding of the motivations of both. In the strongest responses they were to link the 
pre and post 2010 policies although this was not necessary to reach this level.
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This is a clear example of a candidate who chooses to focus almost entirely on ‘how’ at 
the expense of ‘why’. In doing so they cover a range of pertinent points across different 
governments and therefore still reach within L2, but they miss the opportunity to enter L3. 
Actual mark 9.

Examiner Comments

If a question asks ‘how and why’ it is almost impossible to enter level 3 
without clearly covering both (although a 50/50 split is not necessary).

Examiner Tip
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Question 4
This was the most popular short response question and it was pleasing here to see just 
how many candidates took the trouble to describe relevant individual pieces of legislation, 
rather than treating it as one homogenous mass. Some candidates took the trouble to cover 
coalition policy as well as that of Labour, which was creditable but not necessary for this 
question.

The major common weakness of responses was a lack of range of criticisms, with too many 
candidates simply discussing different aspects of civil liberties with reference to various 
pieces of legislation. Other relevant points commonly accessed by stronger candidate 
including the alleged misuse of police powers against ethnic minorities, and criticisms as to 
effectiveness.

A significant minority of response also erroneously asserted that CCTV was predominantly 
an anti-terrorist tool deployed 2001: since although some were able to more effectively link 
the concept of the surveillance state this was still weak in terms of ‘legislation’.

Level 1 responses, although rare, invariably described some legislation, but offered a very 
thin and general ‘civil liberties’ criticism.

Level 2 responses generally discussed legislation in some detail, and often explained the 
distinctive civil liberties impact of each, but usually did not move beyond this to consider 
other criticisms.

Level 3 responses also covered legislation in some detail and covered a range of linked but 
distinctive criticisms. The very strongest responses showed good awareness of the narrative 
of how anti-terrorisms legislation had evolved in the years since 2001.

This is a relatively brief example of a Level 3 answer, but its high mark is merited by the 
clear reference to both policy and motivation pre and post 2010. The ‘why’ part could have 
been developed further but it receives rather more attentions from this candidate than from 
the vast majority. Actual mark 12.

Examiner Comments

Where questions specifically ask you to consider ‘governments’, it is 
generally most effective to consider governments of different political 
colours and to give them as equal weight as you can.

Examiner Tip
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This candidate clearly has a very detailed awareness of policy but does not make level 3 as their 
discussion of the criticisms, which is the focus of the question, are entirely focused on one partic-
ular area - civil liberties. This is clearly important, and the range of ways in which this is explored 
does secure a high level 2 mark, but a wider focus could have taken this candidate clearly into 
level 3. Actual mark 9.

Examiner Comments

When covering several points, particularly arguments for or against a 
policy, try to ensure that they are distinct, and not all variations of the 
same theme, as this will enable you to access higher marks.

Examiner Tip
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Question 5
This was a popular question and the vast majority of candidates showed awareness of a 
variety of arguments on both sides of the question, with one sided responses being fairly 
rare. What separated most responses in terms of quality was the extent to which the 
arguments were argued and developed rather than listed and asserted. The quality of 
pertinent examples was another discriminating factor.

Many candidates effectively utilised a thematic approach, considering both sides of areas 
such as economy, security, safety and environmental impact. Relatively few responses 
considered Nuclear Energy relative to the alternatives, although there was some discussion 
of both renewable sources and Fracking.

Level 1 responses were rare given the degree of range of points offered by most candidate 
and were usually linked to timing issues via bullet points or brief and asserted arguments. 

Level 2 responses were occasionally one sided but more commonly balanced and showing 
good range limited by a lack of sufficient development of the point made.

Level 3 responses developed points on both sides of the debate, often linking this to 
relevant examples in Russia and Japan (against) or France (in favour). Useful reference was 
also made to specific government goals in terms of emissions and renewable energy.

This candidate, in contrast to the last, considers civil liberties more briefly than might be 
expected, but this is more than made up for by the range of other relevant and clearly made 
points. The reference to specific instances of controversy is also very useful. Actual mark 13.

Examiner Comments

Accurate examples that illustrate how theoretical criticisms can be seen 
in practice are always helpful to achieving a good mark.

Examiner Tip
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This response contains enough arguments to reach level 3 if they were developed further beyond 
‘generates more jobs’ or ‘occurs excessibve costs’, but remains in mid-high level 2.

Examiner Comments

Is it important when arguing for or against something to explain how it would generate jobs, or 
why it is dangerous or expensive, not simply to assert that it is so.

Examiner Tip
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Although some of the political context at the start is not particularly relevant, and the conclusion 
also does not advance the mark received, the range and clarity of arguments on both sides takes 
this high into Level 3. In particular there is effective use of examples, and a better than usual 
explanation of the specific dangers involved.

Examiner Comments
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Question 6
This was, marginally, the most popular essay question. Explicit reference to the founding 
principles of the welfare state made for a helpful introduction to responses to this question, 
although its absence was not a firm barrier to Level 3 depending on the quality of the points 
made. Clearly this question required focus on post-2010, and most candidate embraced this 
although a few also legitimately argued that much coalition policy was a logical continuation 
of Labour policy.

The most striking aspect of many responses was the breath of government policies 
considered. Whilst naturally welfare policy was the single most popular area of discussion, 
many candidates also gave detailed consideration of health and education policy. This 
was perfectly creditable provided it was clearly linked to the principles of the welfare 
state, which was relatively straightforward in the cases of tuition fees (not free at point 
of delivery), harder to make with commissioning boards, and often tenuous in terms of 
academies. In terms of welfare itself bedroom tax, universal credit and child benefit all 
represented obvious fertile ground, with quality of link to the specific question being the 
distinguishing factor.

Major discriminators, besides the quality of the link to the principles of the welfare state, 
were the degree of balance, the range of relevant points discussed and the level of 
development of these points.

The weakest candidates indulged in one sided polemics, commonly in support of the premise 
of the question, or simply listed policy without analysing it or linking it to the question. 
Middling responses were characterised by relevant policy but an unbalanced argument, or 
by spending too much time on policy that had only a tenuous link to the specific question 
asked, mixing it in with more promising material. Responses that came close to Level 3 
without achieving it could most commonly have reached the higher level by more explicitly 
linking policies to the relevant principles.

The strongest responses showed balance and clearly focused on relevant policy initiatives. 
They did not necessarily concentrate exclusively on the impact of welfare policy on the 
poorest, but were also able to discuss such issues as means testing of child benefit and 
university tuition fees.

In terms of synopticity the most common effective approach was for candidates to consider 
the detailed criticisms made by the opposition, but effective use was also made of views 
expressed by charities or campaign groups. There was relatively little discussion of media 
viewpoints, which perhaps reflects the views of the government supporting press in 
particular.

General introductions (as opposed to a brief definitoon of relevant terms) and conclusions rarely 
add much to your mark for short responses. Nevertheless they only cost you time, not mark, 
and high quality argument will still be rewarded regardless of this.

Examiner Tip
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This response is a mixture of promising points not developed, more marginal points, and general 
commentary. Had it contained a greater range it might still have reached mid level 2 or slightly 
higher, but ended up just creeping over the level 2 threshold. The abrupt finish suggests timing 
problems.

Examiner Comments

The essay is worth half of the available marks and merits half of the available time: it need not 
be tackled last depending on preference but needs to be given sufficient attention whenever it 
is tackled.

Examiner Tip
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This candidates make explicit and accurate reference early on to the principles of the welfate 
state, and referring back to these principles enables them to bring in points, for example in 
relation to education and health policy, that might otherwise have come across as marginal. 
The level of detail on changes to benefits, including awareness of the pensions triple-lock as a 
counter-argument, is also impressive. Actual mark:
AO1 10
AO2 9
Syn 9
AO3 7
Total 35

Examiner Comments

Where a question asks to you compare policies to a set of principles it is very helpful to 
specifically outline those principles, and to constantly refer points back to them - this shows the 
examiner that you genuinely understand the link that you are trying to make.

Examiner Tip
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Question 7
It was pleasing to see most candidates accept the strong hint offered by ‘since 1997’ and 
avoid the common temptation to dwell excessively on the policies on Michael Howard. 
Equally this insistence on a more contemporary focus may partly have been responsible for 
this law and order essay being less overwhelming popular than many of its precursors.

Besides the obvious requirements to consider more than one government since 1997, and to 
discuss both sides of the question, the strongest distinguishing factor here was the degree 
of focus on ‘success’ – i.e. on impact rather than simply approach. It was hard to perform 
well without some discussion of statistics, whether in terms of crime committed, reoffering 
rates or public perceptions, but a significant minority of responses went to some lengths to 
avoid this altogether. Some of these responses still achieved reasonable marks, if they went 
sufficiently beyond description of policies to analyse their success or failure, but would have 
been better suited to a question that was related to approaches rather than outcomes

The weakest responses were one sided, strongly descriptive rather than analytical, and 
usually focused entirely pre 2010.

Middling responses were generally characterised by awareness of a wide range of policy, 
often encompassing more than one government, but a lack of sufficient focus on success or 
failure. Responses at the lower middle in particular were keener to discuss the popularity of 
such policies, or their balance between being tough and crime and tough on the causes of 
crime, than to discuss its impact. Higher middle responses were more impact focused, often 
giving some consideration to crime statistics.

The strongest responses focused on success vs failure through, and often showed a 
sophisticated understanding of the different ways in which this could be interpreted in 
terms of headline figures, types of crime, geographical spread and reoffering rate. The 
very strongest responses considered the factors other than government policy that might 
have caused a reduction in crime. Few level 3 responses, even at the high end, gave more 
consideration to post-2010 policy than to pre-2010, but all gave some thought to both.

In terms of synopticity the most common approach was via discussions of the different 
viewpoints about effectiveness. Additionally some candidates showed a nuanced awareness 
of differences within as well as between parties. Others considered the views of pressure 
groups such as the Howard League for Penal Reform.
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This is a shorter response than a number of others that did not score so highly. What 
distinguished it was its degree of focus on the efficacy of government crime policies, rather than 
adopting a more descriptive approach. In particular the points about variations in gegography 
(crime hotspots) and in different types of crime showed a sophtication that many answers 
lacked.
AO1 10
AO2 10
Syn 10
AO3 7

Examiner Comments

Where a question asks how effective policy has been, the most effective answers will tightly 
focus on the word ‘effective’.

Examiner Tip
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This candidate is clearly very aware of a range of relevant crime policy, but remains stuck in level 
2 for two main reasons - firstly the link made to effectiveness varies in quality, and secondly 
there is insufficient, although some, reference to the coaliton. The references to crime statistics 
and to the London riots is useful and boosts this within level 2.
AO1 7
AO2 6
Syn 7
AO3 5

Examiner Comments

Law and order is always a topic where it is tempting to focus entirely pre 2010 (or in some 
cases, though not this one, pre 1997). This temptation is best avoided.

Examiner Tip
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Question 8
This was, marginally, the least popular essay question but it was more popular than 
economy essays have sometimes been, and 

saw more candidates than is usual adopt a clear line of argument on government economic 
policy. What was particularly pleasing that most of these candidates did not restrict 
themselves to one sided of the debate but instead properly acknowledged and considered 
the alternative point of view.

It was quite legitimate here, but perhaps unsurprisingly rare, for candidates to dispute 
the premise that austerity has been painful although this was occasionally considered for 
example with respect to cuts in child benefit for higher earners. 

The question of whether austerity was necessary, and by implication effective, was 
more promising ground for a two sided discussion, and many candidates showed strong 
awareness of both specific policies and specific impacts on growth, inflation, debt and 
unemployment. Equally many candidates would have benefitted from more clearly 
considering the main alternative to austerity, since that would help to draw out whether it 
was necessary. Some discussion of the economic situation in economies such as Greece and 
Germany might also have been helpful but was not essential and rarely done. Nevertheless 
there were a high number of level 3 responses and strong analysis and synopticity from 
many candidates.

The weakest responses spent too little time on economics and instead focused on a one 
sided discussion of the social impacts of government policy.

Lower middling responses were competent as far as they went, but tended to assert their 
points with regard to necessity or pain, rather than arguing them through. Higher middling 
answers showed a greater degree of detailed argument, and a moderate level of balance, 
but were insufficiently specific in terms of the economic impact to quite make it into level 3.

Stronger responses embraced the question of necessity, most often by a detailed and 
balance consideration of the impact of austerity on a variety of economic indicators. A good 
number also compared austerity to its main alternative of stimulus, and the very strongest 
considered both economic and social impacts extensively.

In terms of synopticity the most effective approach was to directly contrast austerity and 
stimulus. More commonly candidates alternated arguments for and against austerity or 
utilised, usually to slightly lesser effect, the indirect ‘for then against’ structure. Effective 
consideration was given by some to the views of the World Bank, credit rating agencies and 
businesses as well as political parties.
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This answer contains a great deal of material relevant to a discussion of austerity from a political 
point of view which is especially relevant to the ‘painful’ aspect of the question. To reach level 3 
it needed more focus on the economic success or otherwise of either the particular policies or the 
overall thrust of auterity, albeit there was some reference to this.
AO1 6
AO2 7
Syn 7
AO3 5

Examiner Comments

Although economic policy is relevant to other areas of politics, and discussion of these relevant 
impacts will alway be credited, it is most helpful within economy question to give the economic 
arguments the most attention.

Examiner Tip



50 GCE Government & Politics 6GP03 3A



GCE Government & Politics 6GP03 3A 51



52 GCE Government & Politics 6GP03 3A



GCE Government & Politics 6GP03 3A 53



54 GCE Government & Politics 6GP03 3A

This answers contains a useful and accurate blend of the reasons for austerity, the economic 
impact, and the criticisms of it, and this takes it clearly ito level 3. To go higher would have 
required a wider range of economic points - for example a discussion of the sluggish growth 
experienced before the recent economic improvement.
AO1 9
AO2 10
Sym 9
AO3 7

Examiner Comments

When discussing the necessity of a particular policy making comparisons to what went before, 
or to the possible alternative approaches, is always helpful and will be credited.

Examiner Tip



GCE Government & Politics 6GP03 3A 55

Paper Summary
Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:

Address the question as set, paying particular attention to instruction words such as 'to 
what extent' or ‘how and why’, noting where a question demands consideration of more 
than one government, and focusing, where requested on the success (or otherwise) of 
policies.

•	 Maintain a contemporary focus and avoid overly historical commentary. Unless the 
question specifically indicates others candidate should now expect to spend most of their 
time on post-2010 content, and pre-1997 should be discussed only very briefly if at all.

•	 Maintain a practical political focus that links theory to policy.

•	 Endeavour to strike a balance between range and depth of points, particularly on short 
responses where three well explained points will usually out-perform seven brief points, 
or one very in-depth point.

•	 Avoid assertion or general debate in favour of specific and clearly argued points, for 
example the ways in which private sector involvement in the NHS could be argued to 
greater efficiency and not simply that it does.

•	 Ensure that any and all statistical evidence cited is robust, particularly with regard to 
law and order statistics.

•	 Continue to develop the use of synopticity, avoiding simplistic yes/no, agree/disagree 
approaches and making use of competing viewpoints between, within and outside of 
parties where appropriate to the demands of the question.

•	 Ensure that they include sufficient balance in all essay questions particularly where 
they wish to structure their response from a personal point of view, which is a perfectly 
acceptable approach.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx
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