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Introduction

Introduction

The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for those teaching Cambridge Pre-U Comparative
Government and Politics (9770), and to show how different levels of candidates’ performance relate to the
subject’s curriculum and assessment objectives.

Cambridge Pre-U is reported in three bands (Distinction, Merit and Pass) each divided into three grades (D1,
D2, D3; M1, M2, M3; P1, P2, P3).

In this booklet a range of candidate responses has been chosen as far as possible to illustrate each band
(Distinction, Merit and Pass). Each response is accompanied by a brief commentary explaining the strengths
and weaknesses of the answers.

Grades are not awarded on components on each question or on part questions. This booklet therefore draws
attention to responses and the characteristics that are considered to illustrate qualities that if repeated on
other answers would lead to Distinction, Merit or Pass grade work. There are gaps in this material as in some
instances there were no responses at that level. However, where this was the case and Centres study that
option they should look at the general characteristics of responses for that level in a different topic as the
mark scheme used is generic for the two types of question asked.

For ease of reference the following format for each paper has been adopted:

e

o=

{ Examiner mmnwn'r)

Each question is followed by an extract of the mark scheme used by examiners. This, in turn, is followed by
examples of marked candidate responses, each with an examiner comment on performance. Comments are
given to indicate where and why marks were awarded, and how additional marks could have been obtained.
In this way, it is possible to understand what candidates have done to gain their marks and what they still
have to do to improve their grades.

Past papers, Examiner Reports and other teacher support materials are available on http://teachers.cie.org.uk.
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Assessment at a glance

Assessment at a glance

Teachers are reminded that a full syllabus is available on www.cie.org.uk
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Paper 1 - Concepts and Institutions (UK and/or USA)

Short essays

These are the shorter questions in the exam and the candidate is required to answer two of this type of
question. The questions are marked out of 25 and are expected to take the candidate about 20-25 minutes
to answer each one.

Generic mark scheme
Generic marking descriptors: short eszays

&  The full range of marks will be used as a matter of course.

s Examiners will ook for the ‘best it not a ‘perfect 1It in applving the Levals.

= Examiners will provisionally award the middle mark in the Level and then moderate up/down
according to individual gualitias within the answar,
The ratic of marks per A0 will be 3:2.
The weaighting of marks for each AD should be considered, but this i reflected in the descriptor:
marking should therefore be dona holistically.

= Question-specific mark schemes will be neither exhaustive nor prescriptive. Appropriate,
substantiated responses will always be revsarded.

Levellmarks | Descriptors
AMNSWERS MAY MOT BE PERFECT, BUT WILL REPRESENT THE WERY BEST
THAT MAY BE EXPECTED OF AN 18-YEAR-OLD
« Excellent focused explanation that answers the gquestion convincingly.
5 Towards the bottorn, may be a little unbalancad in coverage yet the answer is
slill comprehansivaly explained and argued.

25=-21 marks |« Excellent knowledge and understanding of relevant Political terms andior
mnstitutions, Answer is comprehensively supported by an excellent range of
concapts and examples that are used to sustain the argument,

# Excellent substantated synthesis bringing the explanation together,
ANSWERS WILL SHOW MANY FEATURES OF LEVEL 5, BUT THE QUALITY
WILL BE UNEVEM ACROSS THE ANSWER.
4 = A determined response to the question with strong explanation across mast
but not all of the answer.

20-16 marks | * High leval of knowledge and understanding of felavant Political terms and/or
nstitutions. Answer is well illustrated with a variety of concapts and examples
to support the argument, Description = avoided.

s  Good substantiated synthesis,
THE ARGUMENT WILL BE COMPETENT, BUT LEVEL 3 ANSWERS WILL BE
LIMITED &'OR UNBALANCED.
3 = Engages well wrm the question, although explanation s patchy and, at the
kowar and, of limited quality.

4511 marks | ® Fair display of relevant political knewdedge and understanding, but this tends
to be used to illustrate rather than support the argument. Explanation starts to
break down in significant sections of description

= Synthesis is patchy in guality,
AMSWERS WILL SHOW A LIMITED LIMK BETWEEM THE QUESTION &
AMNSWER.
2 =  Some engagement with the question, but explanation is limited.
= Limited explanation within an essantially descriptive responssa,

105 marks = Patchy display of relevant political knowladge and understanding that
flustrates rather than suppors any argurment,

=  Synthesis s limitedthin in quality and axtent.

Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770 v2



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

AMNSWERS WILL SHOW A CLEAR SEMSE OF THE CANDIDATE HAWVIMNG
LITTLE IF ANY ENGAGEMENT WITH THE QUESTION,

=  Litthe or no engagemeant with the question.

- Little or no explanation.

- Littla ar no relevant political knowledge.

=  Little or no synthesis.

50 marks
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Full essays
These are the longer questions in the exam and the candidate is required to answer one of this type of question.
The questions are marked out of 50 and are expected to take the candidate about 45 minutes to answer.
Generic mark scheme
Generic marking descriplors: full essays

= The Tull range of marks will be used as & matier of course.

=  Examimars will look for the ‘best fit', not a 'perfect fit' in applying the Lavals,

- Examiners will provisionally award the middle mark in the Level and then moderate up'down
according to individual qualities within the answer,
Tha ratlo of marks per A0 will be 1:2.
Thea weighting of marks for each AD should be considered, but this s reflected in the descriptor:
rmarking should therefora be done holisticalby

« Cuastion-specific mark schemas will ba meither axhaustive nor prescriptive. Appropriate,
substantiated responsas will abways be revwarded. Answers may develop a novel response o a

quastion, This is to ba cradited if arguments are fully substantiated.

Levellmarks | Descriptors
ANBWERS MAY WOT BE FERFECT, BUT WILL REFRESENT THE VERY BEST
THAT MAY BE EXPECTED OF AN 18-YEAR-OLD
= Excallent facused analysis that answers the guestion canvinsingly.
= Excallent sustained argument threughout with a streng sense of direction that
5 i alwmays well substantiated. Excallent substantiated conclusions.
- Excallant understanding of rmelevant Paolitical knowdedge {proceosses,
S0—-41 marks mstitutions, concepts, debates andfor theories) illustrated with a wide range of
examples.
- Towards the bottom, may be a little unbalanced in coverage yet the answaer is
still comprehensively arguad.
= Candidate = always in firm contral of the material.
ANSVERS WILL SHOW MANY FEATURES OF LEVEL 5, BUT THE QUALITY
VLL BE UNEVEN ACROSE THE ANSWER,
4 = A pgood response o the question wath clear analysis across most but ot all of
the answer,
- urrent devala te a logical conclusion, but parts lack rigour. Stre
A0 Trericy ;gmluslam aﬂeqmy auba-mgnuateﬂ. P “ "
= Good but fimnited andfor uneven range of relevant knowledge usad to support
analysis and argument. Description is avoided.
THE ARGUMENT WILL BE COMPETENT,. BUT LEVEL 3 AMNSWERS WILL BE
LIMITED AMINOR UNBALANCED.
5 = Engages soundly with the guestion although analysis is patchy and, at the
lewar end, of limited quality
= Tries to argus and draww conchlusions, but this breaks down in significant
R ey sactions ﬂfrgﬂﬂ-ﬂr'lpllnn- "
= Good but limited andfor unevan range of relevant political knowiedge used to
daescriba rathar than support analysis and argumant.
ANSVWERS WILL SHOW A LIMITED LINK BETWEEN QUESTION AMD
ANSWER.
2 = Limited engagement with the question, with some understanding of the
meues. Analysis and conclusions are limited/thin.
= Limited argument within an essentially descriptive respeonse, Conclusions are
LR T Emétecithin, Y
- Faciually Emited and’or tneven, Some irrelevancas.
=  Patchy display of relevant political knovdadge.
AMSWERS WILL SHOW & CLEAR SENMSE OF THE CANDIDATE HAWIMNG
. LITTLE IF ANY ENGAGEMENT WITH THE QUESTICON
= Littls of no angagemant with the guestion. Littke or no analysie affered,
a-0 = Little or no argumant. Assertions are unsupported andfor of limited relevance.
marks 1
Any conclusions ara vary weak.
- Little or no relevant Palitical knovdedge.

Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Section A: UK Concepts and Institutions

Question 1

Mark scheme

v2
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Distinction

8 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Examiner comment — Distinction

The candidate should focus on explaining how power is shared between the three institutions. There
should be a balanced explanation of all three institutions and the links that connect them. This answer has
achieved those objectives and has provided a good explanation of the powers.

The answer is well structured and has provided a paragraph each on the Scottish Parliament and the Welsh
Assembly and has explained the links for each of them with the Westminster Parliament. Most of the
explanation has been developed with some relevant examples.

The candidate also explained that some powers were shared and this showed a sound understanding of the
concepts involved in this question. The answer would have been enhanced if the difference between an

assembly and a parliament had been explained more fully.

Mark awarded = 23 out of 25

v2 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770 9



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

10

Question 2

Mark scheme

Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770

V2



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Pass

v2
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

12 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770

V2



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Examiner comment — Pass

This question, which concerned the functions of the House of Commons, expected the candidate to explain
a range of functions. This candidate identified three functions, namely legislating, representation and
scrutiny. Therefore, the response was engaging with the question but the explanation was patchy.

In dealing with the first function (legislating), the candidate did not fully explain the function of the House of
Commons' role in passing legislation and commenting on the importance of both debates and committees,
rather the candidate focused more on explaining the strengths of first-past-the-post system of elections.
Therefore, the response drifted away from the purpose of the question.

The second function identified was representation and here where the candidate provided some useful
and relevant information it tended to be generalised. More detailed explanation with some appropriate

examples would have improved the quality of the answer.

The third function, scrutiny, was explained reasonably well but some relevant and detailed examples would
have enhanced the quality of the explanation.

Overall, the response made a reasonable attempt to address the question but did not explain the functions
fully. It, therefore, reflects the first bullet point in the generic mark scheme for Level 3 which says ‘Engages

well with the question, although explanation is patchy’.

Mark awarded = 13 out of 25

v2 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770 13



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Question 3

Mark scheme

14 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Merit

Examiner comment — Merit

This question concerned the strengths of an uncodified constitution. In their introduction the candidate
provided a good attempt to define an uncodified constitution. However, rather than giving some examples
of other countries that have uncodified constitutions the candidate would have done better to identify some
of the strengths that they would be going on to explain.

After the introduction, the candidate provides some good explanation for three strengths. Namely, that
such a system is ‘very flexible’, ‘means that parliament is sovereign’ and ‘that where the constitution ends,
tyranny begins’. There are several ways in which this answer could have improved in order to attain a
distinction level. A wide range of strengths could have been provided as there was no reference to the role
of the judiciary. Some more detailed examples could have been included, particularly in the last paragraph.

This answer meets the criteria provided by the first bullet point from the generic mark scheme for Level 4. It
provides ‘a determined response with strong explanation across most but not all of the answer’.

Mark awarded = 16 out of 25

v2 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770 15



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Question 4

To what extent do pressure groups damage the democratic process in the UK? [50]

Mark scheme

16 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770 v2



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Merit

v2
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

20 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770

V2



v2

Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770 21



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Examiner comment — Merit

The purpose of this question is to provide a balanced set of arguments that discuss whether pressure
groups damage the democratic process in the UK.

This answer provided a competent response to the question asked. There was a good attempt to provide
a balanced argument. After a brief but focused introduction, the candidate provided four arguments that
pressure groups do damage the democratic process, which was followed by four arguments against the
statement. In the conclusion there was an attempt to provide a judgement on the question asked.

However, in each part of the answer there were aspects of the explanation and discussion that could have
been improved. Firstly in the introduction there could have been more explanation of some of the political
terms that were going to be used in the answer. For example, what does ‘democratic process’ mean? In
the main part of the answer there could have been more detailed analysis and evidence provided when
explaining some of the arguments. Finally, there could have been more evaluation of the relative importance
of some of the arguments and this would have led to a more substantiated judgement. It is often the quality
of the evaluation in an answer that separates answers that achieve a Merit award rather than a Distinction.

Mark awarded = 35 out of 50
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

24

Example candidate response - Pass
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Examiner comment — Pass

The purpose of this question is to provide a balanced set of arguments that discuss whether pressure
groups damage the democratic process in the UK.

This candidate provides a balanced argument with some development of some arguments. However,

some of the examples are not fully explained and, therefore, some of the attempts at judgements become
assertions. For example in the second paragraph the example provided is the ‘Countryside Alliance’ but the
only real piece of information provided is that there were over 300,000 people who protested. There was no
explanation of when, where, how and how effective the Alliance were.

This continues throughout the answer and towards the end there is some repetition. The conclusion is a
brief summary without providing a clear substantiated judgement.

Therefore, overall the answer provides a satisfactory attempt to address the question. The basic structure
of the answer is sound and if the candidate had provided more detailed explanation and examples the

quality of the answer would have been greatly improved.

Mark awarded = 29 out of 50

v2 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770

27



Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

28

Question 5

To what extent have Prime Ministers become more ‘presidential’ since 19797

Mark scheme

Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Distinction

v2
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

36

Examiner comment — Distinction

The purpose of the question is for the candidate to discuss whether Prime Ministers are becoming more
‘presidential’. Therefore, there should be arguments and evidence to support the case that they are more
‘presidential’ and arguments and evidence that they are not. This is what the candidate provides in a clearly
structured answer.

In the introduction the candidate provides a definition and explanation of the term ‘presidential’ which is an
effective way to start an answer. This is followed by developed explanations for four arguments that support
the argument that PMs are more ‘presidential. The candidate then provides five arguments to disagree with
the question and these arguments are also well explained with a good range of appropriate and detailed
examples.

In the conclusion there is a judgement provided to answer the question. However, the answer could have
been improved still further if there had been more evaluation of the arguments, so that there was a clear

indication as to which arguments were more important than others.

Mark awarded = 42 out of 50
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Section B: US Concepts and Institutions

Question 7

Mark scheme

v2
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

38

Example candidate response — Merit
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

40

Examiner comment — Merit

This question asked the candidate to explain how power is shared between the Federal and State
governments. After a brief introduction in which the candidate is focused on the key issue, but does not
give a clear definition of some of the terms, the candidate provides a good attempt to explain the division of
powers.

The candidate identifies five issues: firstly an explanation of the early debate concerning federal power, then
the power of declaration of war, followed by taxation, the issues of the changing nature of the division of
power and finally the argument that federal power has increased since 9/11. These five issues are dealt with
reasonably well but with varying degrees of success. In particular, the last issue needed more explanation
and clarification. There was a focused conclusion with an attempt to provide some evaluation.

This answer did not fully identify the specific powers that government has and then show how these are
divided between the federal and state governments and explain that some of them are shared. It is worth
remembering that these short answers allow the candidates to show their understanding of the factual
knowledge for the paper (in this case, institutions and concepts) and their ability to explain this concisely.

Marks awarded = 16 out of 25
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Pass
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

44

Examiner comment — Pass

This question asked the candidate to explain how power was shared between the Federal and State
governments. The candidate provided a general explanation of power sharing by making useful references
to the Constitution and some concepts such as ‘cooperative federalism’. The candidate then continued

to explain how some aspects of federalism have changed. Although these issues show knowledge and
understanding of some aspects of federalism the explanation did not fully answer the question.

In the introduction the candidate should have provided a clear definition and explanation of the term
‘federalism’. Then the focus of the answer should have centred on identifying specific powers that

are exercised by governments and explaining how these are shared between the federal and state
governments. For example, foreign policy and defence policy are only exercised by federal government
while education and taxation on property are only exercised by state governments. The candidate could
then have gone onto explain that some powers, such as law enforcement, health care and housing are
shared by the two levels of government.

It is worth remembering that these short questions allow candidates to demonstrate their understanding of
their factual knowledge for the paper and their ability to explain this concisely.

Mark awarded = 11 out of 25
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Mark scheme
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

46

Example candidate response — Distinction (D1)
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Examiner comment — Distinction (D1)

This answer has provided a focused explanation of seven functions of the Senate. The explanations
are succinct but are detailed as well with some relevant examples. The whole answer shows a clear
understanding of the issues and concepts involved in the question.

Mark awarded = 25 out of 25
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Distinction
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

52

Examiner comment — Distinction

This question concerns the functions of the Senate and there are a number of functions that could be
included in answer. This candidate provided five functions which were clearly identified and well- explained.
The first function was that the Senate is a ‘legislative body’; the second was ‘its role in financial affairs’;
thirdly, ‘its advice and consent function’ and fourthly the ‘senate has a key function during the impeachment
process’. Finally, its role ‘in foreign affairs’.

The answer was well structured and provided supporting examples. However, this answer could have been
improved further if the candidate had provided more supporting evidence and explanation as to why some
of the functions were more important than others. The candidate referred to some of the functions as ‘key’
functions but did not fully explain why they were ‘key’ functions.

Mark awarded = 21 out of 25
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Mark scheme
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54

Example candidate response — Distinction
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

58

Examiner comment — Distinction

This question expects the candidates to consider arguments about the role of the Supreme Court.

Overall the candidate provides a focused and well explained discussion of the question set. There are a
number of arguments provided for both sides of the discussion with a good range of relevant and explained
examples. There are a number of occasions during the answer where a judgement is provided which in turn
leads to brief but focused judgement in the conclusion.

There are two ways in which this answers could have been improved. Firstly, some of the argument could
have had a little more explanation. For example, in the second paragraph the Marbury case could have been
explained in more detail. Secondly, the conclusion should have provided more evaluation of the issue.

Mark awarded = 45 out of 50
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Distinction (D1)
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

66

Examiner comment — Distinction (D1)

This question expects the candidates to consider arguments about the role of the Supreme Court.
This answer provides an excellent example of a balanced and developed argument. The answer provides
four arguments in favour of the Court and five arguments against [note that it is not necessary to always to

have an equal number of arguments on both sides]. The arguments are well explained and supported with
relevant examples.

There is a focused conclusion which provides a clear judgement on the question that was asked. It is a
substantiated judgement which shows a clear understanding of both sides of the argument.

Mark awarded = 50 out of 50
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Paper 1 — Concepts and Institutions

Example candidate response — Pass
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72

Examiner comment — Pass

This question expects the candidates to provide an explanation of arguments that, on the one hand,
demonstrate why the Supreme Court is important in upholding the rights of US citizens and, on the other
hand, why the Court is not so important. Overall the candidate attempts to address the question by
providing some arguments for both sides of the discussion. However, there is some imbalance, in that there
are four arguments against and only two arguments for. Therefore, as the mark scheme suggests there are
a wider range of arguments that could have been deployed on both sides of the discussion.

Also the structure of the argument could have been better organised. After the introduction, there is an
argument in favour of the statement and that is then followed by four arguments against. Finally another
argument in favour is presented. The structure of the answer would have been better if the line of argument
had been explained explicitly and links had been made more clearly from one argument to another.

More detailed evaluation of the various arguments would have provided more support for the attempt at a
judgement in the conclusion.

Mark awarded = 26 out of 50
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Mark scheme
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74

Example candidate response — Merit
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Examiner comment — Merit

The purpose of this question is for candidates to discuss the weakness of the US Constitution.

After a relevant and focused introduction, the candidate provides four arguments which are focused on
the weakness that is named in the question; namely ‘inflexibility’. The explanation and evidence provided
is competent and well organised. The candidate goes on in the second part of the answer to provide

a discussion about other aspects of weaknesses of the constitution. There is an attempt to provide a
judgement in the final sentence.

It is in the second part of the answer where improvement could be made. In this type of question where
there is a named issue, in this case ‘inflexibility’, it is advisable to clearly indicate that there are other
issues to be discussed and then to provide a clear explanation and evaluation of those ‘other’ weakness.
Evaluation, in this context, requires a focus on ‘most serious’ in the question. The evaluation must be
relative.

Mark awarded = 36 out of 50
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78

Paper 2 - Parties and Ildeas (UK and/or USA)

Generic mark schemes
Generic marking descriptors for Papers 2 (short essays)

The full range of marks will be used as a matter of course.

Examiners will look for the 'best fit', not a ‘perfect fit' in applying the Levels,

Examiners will provisionally award the middle mark in the Level and then moderate up/down
according to individual gualities within the answer.

The ratio of marks per A0 will ba 3:2.

The weighting of marks for each AQ should be considered, but this is reflected in the descriptor;
marking should therefore be done holistically.

Question-specific mark schames will be neither exhaustive nor prescriptive. Appropriate,
substantiated responses will always be rewarded.

Level/marks

Descriptors

5

25-21 marks

ANSWERS MAY NOT BE PERFECT, BUT WILL REPRESENT THE VERY
BEST THAT MAY BE EXPECTED OF AN 18-YEAR-OLD.

Excellent focused explanation that answers the guestion convincingly.
Towards the bottom, may be a little unbalanced in coverage yet the answer
is still comprehensively explained and argued

Exceallent knowledge and understanding of ralevant Political terms and/or
institutions. Answer is comprehansivaly supported by an axcellent range of
concepts and examples that are used to sustain the argurment.

Excellent substantiated synthesis bringing the explanation together.

20=16 rrarks

ANSWERS WILL SHOW MANY FEATURES OF LEVEL 5, BUT THE QUALITY
WILL BE UNEVEN ACROSS THE ANSWER.

A determined response to the question with strong explanation across most
but not all of the answer.

High level of knowledge and understanding of relevant Political terms andior
institutions. Answer is wall illustrated with a variety of concapts and
examples to support the argument. Description is avaidad.

Good substantiated synthesis.

3
15=11 marks

THE ARGUMENT WALL BE COMPETENT, BUT LEVEL 3 ANSWERS WILL BE
LIMITED ANDYOR UNBALANCED.

Engages well with the question, athough explanation is patchy and, at the
lowwer end, of limited quality.

Fair display of relevant political knowledge and understanding, but this
tends to be used to illustrate rather than support the argument, Explanation
starts to break down in significant sactions of description

Synthesis is patchy in guality.

106 marks

ANSWERS WILL SHOW A LIMITED LINK BETWEEN THE QUESTION AND
ANSWER.

Some engagemant with the question, but explanation is limited.
Limited explanation within an essentially descriptive response.
Patchy display of relevant political knowledge and understanding that
ifustrates rather tham suppons any argument.

Synthesis is limitedthin in quality and extent.
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ANSWERS WILL SHOW A CLEAR SENSE OF THE CANDIDATE HAVING
LITTLE IF ANY ENGAGEMENT WITH THE QGUESTION

« Liftle or no engagement with the gquestion,

«  Little or no axplanation.

« Little or no relevant political knowledge.

¢ Liftle or no synthesis.

5=0 marks

Generic marking descriptors for Paper 2 (full essays)

The full range of marks will be used as a matler of courss.
Examinars will look for the ‘best fit', not a parfect fit' In applying the Levels.
Examiners will provisionally award the middke mark in the Level and then moderate wup/down
according to individual qualities within the answer.
The ratio of marks per &0 will be 1:2.
The weighting of marks for each AO should be considered, but this is reflected in the descriptor:
marking should therefore be done holistically,

» Question-specific mark schemes will be neither exhaustive nor prescriptive. Appropriate,
substantiated responses will abvays be rewarded, Answers may develop a novel response to a
question, This s to boe credited i argurments are fully substantiated.

Level/marks Descriptors

ANSWERS MAY NOT BE PERFECT, BUT WILL REPRESENT THE VERY
BEST THAT MAY BE EXPECTED OF AN 18-YEAR-OLDO.

= Excallent focusad analysis that answers the gquastion convincingly.

= Excellent sustained argument throughout with a strong sense of direction

5 that is always well substantiated. Excellent substantiated conclusions.
e Excallent understanding of relevant Political knowdedge (processas,
S0—41 marks insfitutions, concepts, debates and/or theories) ilustrated with a wide range
of axamplss.

= Towards the bottom, may be a little unbalanced in coverage yet the answer
iz still comprehensively argued
« Candidate is always in firrm control of the matarial.

ANSWERS WILL SHOW MANY FEATURES OF LEVEL 5, BUT THE QUALITY
WILL BE UNEVEN ACROSS THE ANSWER
= A good response to the gueston with clear analysis across mast but not all
of the amswer,
Argument developed to a logical conclusion, but parts lack rigaor,
Strong conclusions adequately substantiated.
Good but limited and/or uneven range of relevant knowledge used to
support analysis and argument. Description is avoided.

#40—31 marks

THE ARGUMENT WALL BE COMPETENT, BUT LEVEL 3 ANSWERS WILL BE

LIMITED AMD/IOR UNBALANCED.

= Engages soundly with the gquestion akhough analysis is patchy and, at the
lower and, of limited guality

»  Triesto argue and draw conclusions, but this breaks dewn in significant
sactions of description,

e Good but limited and/or uneven range of relevant political knovdedge used
to dascribe rather than support analysis and argumeant.

3

30-21 marks

ANSWERS WILL SHOW A LIMITED LINEK BETWEEM QUESTION & ANSWER.
* Limited engagement with the question, with some understanding of the
2 issues. Analysis and conclusions ara limited/thin.
# Limited argument within an essentially descriptive responsa. Conclusions
20-10 marks are Emitedthin.
# [Factually lmited andior uneven. Some imelevance.

Patchy display of relevant political knowladge.
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ANSWERS WILL SHOW A CLEAR SENSE OF THE CANDIDATE HAVING

LITTLE IF ANY ENGAGEMENT WITH THE QUESTION.

« Little or no engagement with the question. Little or no analysis offerad,

8.0 rrarks « Little or no argument. A_ﬁseﬂwns are unsupparted andfor of limited
relevance. Any conclusions are very weak,

¢ Liftle or no relevant Political knowledge.
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Section A: Parties and Ideas in the UK

Question 1

Mark scheme

v2
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Example candidate response — Merit

Parliamentary democracy is a form of government; a parliamentary democracy, such as

the lLIP{ is centered around parliamentary Sovereignty. This means that constitutionaly

parliament is sovereign and has the power and authority to create whatever legilsation

ey like. Theweo umocracy is key in that it means that parliament is given its

egitimacy through elections. The UK House of Commons (the more powerful house of
iament) is made up of MPs from various political parties and in a parliamentary &

democracy the selection-of parties & key to making pariiament legitimate. A legitimate .

demacracy is defined as one whgmﬁgriz is full suferage, a plurality of ideas and multiple)

competing parties to choose from, Parties are incredibly key in parlamentary democracie$ j‘u

in that they make up parliament (id the UK the House of Commons rarely has independent

ca‘hdiﬂa_teq elected to it). Parliament legiglates, represents the public, and scrutinises the

government. In a parliamentary democracy soveregnty is given to parliment by the i Bl v

:nnsﬁfuti!:l_m but parliament is formed and legitimised through ebéj:tiuns. Al J
L.L|" A}:u”" ._j;- on,
O e
¥ oo

Examiner comment — Merit

This candidate began by talking about Parliamentary democracy in general terms but did not define the
whole notion of Parliamentary democracy and drifted off the point by talking about political parties and did
not really get to the grips with the notion. The explanation needed to discuss key characteristics such as
freedom of political expression; freedom of speech; freedom of the press; acceptance of the rule of law as
well as defining the whole notion of what the Parliamentary system entails.

Mark awarded = 17 out of 25
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Example candidate response — Merit

Examiner comment — Merit

A bright opening ensued and the candidate talked about the diffusion of powers which is a very good
way to begin a definition of Parliamentary democracy. The second paragraph talked about Parliamentary
sovereignty which was again very relevant, but this continued on in the third paragraph. The candidate
should have discussed issues such as freedom of political expression, freedom of speech, freedom of
the press and the rule of law and how they relate to the notion of parliamentary democracy. A reasonable
answer ensued but the mark was moderate because a lot was missing.

Mark awarded = 13 out of 25
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Question 2

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Merit

Examiner comment — Merit

The answer discussed the whole notion of the rights and duties of a citizen. Examiners were looking for
both concepts to be equally well explained. The answer began by discussing many issues such as positive
or negative human rights but at this point the candidate went off the question. After that, the duties

of a citizen were largely ignored. As a result of a lack of balance and a paucity of examples to support

arguments, a moderate mark was awarded.

Mark awarded = 13 out of 25
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Question 3

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Pass

Examiner comment — Pass

The question on multiculturalism was not well done. A brief definition was attempted and included
statements such as ‘it is about the mixing of different people and cultures and traditions within a country’.
This was an interesting opening statement, but then the candidate went off at a tangent and talked about
issues of multiculturalism in big cities like London and then about arguments against multiculturalism in

its various forms. What was needed was a detailed explanation of the concept, and then consideration of
issues such as cultural shifts, the acceptance of cultural diversity, the celebration and recognition of distinct
groups in society and notions of equality between different ethnic and religious groups. Candidates also
needed to discuss matters such as integration, assimilation and co-existence.

Mark awarded = 8 out of 25
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Question 4

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Merit

v2
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Examiner comment — Merit

The introduction was reasonable. The second paragraph began by talking about the changes that Blair made
to the Labour party through the creation of New Labour, the roles of Peter Mandelson and Alistair Campbell,
and the way in which Blair transformed the Labour party's negative perception amongst the press. The
paradox in the question was then discussed and a more critical analysis of Blair's superficial approach

on clause 4, the Third Way and the negation of its traditional roots ensued. This made good reading as it
showed the candidate was answering the question. This was then continued and a number of criticisms of
Blair were made over constitutional reform, changes to health care and his aggressive and unpopular foreign
policy. The conclusion was reasonable but rather brief and talked about the legacy of Blair to the modern
party and the accusation that it is now unelectable.

The major point to note about this essay is that it had the makings of a good answer where the paradox
was understood and arguments on both sides were deployed. The biggest weakness of the essay is that
these arguments were not backed up by any detailed and rigorous analysis. The candidate tended to be too
superficial in their coverage. What was needed was more depth and understanding to augment some of the
perceptive analysis. At the highest level, candidates need to offer depth, rigour, selectivity and precision.

Mark awarded = 38 out of 50
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Question 6

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Merit

v2

Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770 93



Paper 2 — Parties and Ideas

94 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770

V2



Paper 2 — Parties and Ideas

Examiner comment — Merit

The candidate began with an interesting and solid introduction in which both parts of the question were
discussed. The candidate then talked about the fact that the conservatism does represent a popular and
relevant political ideology. The main body of the essay began by discussing the notion of tradition by

citing the Royal wedding; the political success of the Conservative party under Margaret Thatcher and

the way in which the Labour party had to mimic it in order to be successful. Four useful points were
discussed and explained, although they could have been developed more. The candidate then went on

to discuss the counter-argument and showed the balance required for a high-level answer discussing the
fact the conservatism has many detractors as an ideology and is not as powerful, popular and relevant as
some commentators would make out. The candidate made a number of useful points by citing the low
Conservative turnout in the last election and the fact that it has seen a decline in its membership base since
the war. The negative elements of the Thatcher era were also noted. The conclusion was reasonable but
tended to sit on the fence. What was needed was a firm judgement (perhaps hinted at in the last three lines
of the conclusion). In general terms, the essay also needed more factual evidence to support the claims it
made.

Mark awarded = 40 out of 50
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Section B: Parties and |deas in the US

Question 7

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Distinction (D1)
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Examiner comment — Distinction (D1)

The candidate began this question very well and showed a clear understanding of the whole notion of
Libertarian philosophy. The candidate talked about the freedom of the individual to explore his natural
abilities and rise and fall in the free market capitalist economy and how it affected libertarianism as a result.
The candidate discussed government regulation involving economic forces and how they could always be
a negative thing. Some historical context ensued and also a discussion of how economic conservatives
likened the state’s encroachment as totalitarianism. There were some excellent references and a very good
section on Ronald Reagan about his claim to get government off the backs of the people. In summary, the
whole notion of libertarianism was very well covered. There was a good reference to the Tea Party and
how their brand of libertarianism is supporting popular republicanism. The discussion in the last section
was equally impressive and the candidate talked about atomistic political beliefs, negative freedom and

the whole notion of linking libertarian thought into the ideas of the founding Fathers. The discussion of JS
Mill was very relevant as was the mention of Milton Friedman’s economic libertarianism which was clearly
understood in context. The last section was an excellent summary. This was an outstanding answer.

Mark awarded = 25 out of 25
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Question 8

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Distinction
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Examiner comment — Distinction

The answer started well with a clear definition of the role of a political lobbyist. The candidate talked about
‘the aim to influence a decision in government in order to further their own interests’. The candidate clearly
understood that political lobbyists operate at all levels of American government and clearly understood that
there are plenty of opportunities for access and influence. The section on the benefits of lobbying was very
relevant and some examples of interest groups such as the National Rifle Association Christian Coalition and
the NAACP clearly showed that the candidate understood the issues. What was also impressive about this
answer was the fact that the candidate identified the weaknesses of political lobbyists and their excessive
influence in the American system. The section on iron triangles clearly placed lobbying in context and the
last section on money and lobbying clearly understood that lobbyists have an important part to play. The
answer offered a number of points clearly made with both range and depth.

Mark awarded = 22 out of 25

Question 9

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Distinction

v2
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Examiner comment — Distinction

The candidate began by placing the whole notion of socialism in some historical context by comparing

the development of American trade unions to the situation abroad and arguing initially that America ‘does
not have this historical baggage due to the Constitution” and that all citizens are born equal. He went on

to discuss the idea that the American psychology is often cited as a reason why trade unionism has never
developed in the USA because of the American emphasis on hard work by generating wealth and not
accepting government hand-outs. It was also argued that Americans believe in their self-sufficient work
ethic "he that shall not work shall not eat’. The candidate then went on to acknowledge the scepticism of
the Republican right towards organised labour groups and the idea that the free market and not economics
dominates the American psyche. The shift to the right in American politics also perpetuates anti-trade union
mentalities and, arguably, the working class trade union movements failure to mobilise was also a result of
the civil rights agenda. An interesting finishing point talked about the privileges given to American citizens
by the first Amendment notion of the idea of representative assembly and the fact that financial incentives
to work harder always saw them “bringing home the bacon’.

Mark awarded = 23 out of 25
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Question 10

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Distinction
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Examiner comment — Distinction

This essay was done well because it offered a balanced response — one of the key discriminating factors

in a high mark being awarded on the long essay answer. What was impressive about this answer was

that the candidate clearly understood that all interest groups have both positive and negative effects on

the American political system. The essay started with a good discussion of the way in which interest
groups undermine democracy through money and undue influence. The candidate was fully aware that the
legislation had been introduced to curb the amount of money that interest groups, PACs and individuals

can exert. The McCain-Feingold legislation was discussed as well as iron triangles and revolving doors.

The sheer number of pressure groups was also clearly explained and how they undermine democracy;

for example, too many interest groups can make it almost impossible for another opinion to be heard. The
evaluation point came halfway through the essay where the candidate clearly changed tack and talked about
the benefits of interest groups by discussing the ways that they do not undermine democracy and talked
about the great diversity of belief; greater access; the principle of freedom of speech and expression that is
so ingrained in the American psyche. That the government ultimately answers to the electorate and interest
groups only adds to this. The answer finished with a good conclusion in which the candidate was able to
discuss both pros and cons. For an even higher mark, there needed to be more of a judgement made in the
conclusion. The candidate tended to sit on the fence. In summary, the answer displayed balance, relevance
and a good deployment of both sides of the argument with the question always at the forefront of an
impressive response.

Mark awarded = 44 out of 50
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Question 11

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response — Merit
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Examiner comment — Merit

This candidate began with a not wholly relevant discussion of the notion of liberalism which needed to be
linked into the question in order to make it more relevant. The candidate agreed with the question and then
went on to talk about the historical development of a liberal democratic platform beginning with Franklin
Roosevelt's New Deal legislation which really showed a good grasp of the whole notion of the question
(namely the Democrats were more successful in adopting a more liberal ideology). This angle was briefly
continued with discussion of Truman but was best initiated through a discussion of Lyndon Johnson'’s
Great Society where a number of relevant points were made which included a discussion of civil rights and
affirmative action. Against that, the fact that these policies caused issues with southern Democrats was
also recognised. The counter-argument was not as well done and this is where the candidate lost marks.
There was some discussion of the new Democrat agenda put forward by Clinton but this part of the answer
was limited. Far more detail was needed on Clinton shifting to the right in 1992 and 1996 and, for example,
how he distanced himself from liberalism and traditional tax and spend policies, how he hardened policies
on criminality and how he pursued an aggressive non-liberal foreign policy. An essay must give a balanced
answer with a number of points made to support the arguments and address the issues in the question.

Mark awarded = 35 out of 50
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Paper 3 — Ideologies and Philosophies

General comment

Grades are not awarded on components on each question or on part question. This booklet therefore draws
attention to responses and the characteristics that are considered to illustrate qualities that if repeated

on other answers would lead to Distinction, Merit or Pass grade work. There are gaps in this material as

in some instances there were no responses at that level. However, where this was the case and Centres
study that option they should look at the general characteristics of responses for that level in a different
topic as the mark scheme used is generic for the two types of question asked.

For (a) questions, candidates to reach the higher levels should:
® ensure the comparison is point by point

e ensure the comparison is about the issue/issues in the question and not just a general comparison
(unless that is what is required)

e where appropriate place the passages in context to help to explain their argument/message (but context
must not be the focus of the question as they are not ‘gobbets’)

e consider how ‘typical’ of the particular ideolgy the views expressed are and whether they represent a
particular strand within that ideology.

e explain and develop their points of comparison thoroughly

For (b) questions, candidates to reach the higher levels should:
e pursue an argument throughout the essay

e have a view about the issue in the question which they can express in the opening paragraph and argue
through to reach a supported JUDGEMENT - a judgement about the issue in the question is vital

e use theorists to support their argument, not simply describe what theorists said about the issue

e ensure they consider different elements of an ideology, for example classical or new liberalism, the
different types of dictatorship or anarchism, etc.

e define any key terms in the opening paragraph and use these as criteria around which to structure their
argument. This may also involve acknowledging the different strands of a theory.
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Generic mark schemes
Generic marking descriptors for sub-Q {a) [short essays)

=  The full range of marks will be used as a matter of course,
Examiners will look for the ‘best fit', not & ‘perfect fit' in applying the Levels,
Examiners will provisionally avward the middike mark in the Lavel and then moderate up'down
aocording to individual gualities wathin the answer.
The ratio of marks per A0 will ba 1:1.
The weighting of marks for each AC should be considered, but this i reflected in the descripbor:
marking should therefore be done holistically,

= Question-specific mark schemes will be neither exhaustive nor  prescriptive.
Appropriate, substantiated responses will ahways be revwarded.

Levelimarks Descriptors
ANSWERS MAY NWNOT BE PERFECT, BUT WILL SHOW EXCELLENT
UNDERSTANDING OF THE TEXT AND RELATE IT STRONGLY TO THE
QUESTION.
= Excellently focused responsa that brings out the similarties and differances in
the exitracts in a sustained, point-by-point comparison that understands the
views being expressad, relates parts to the whole seamlassly and answers
3 the question convincingly.
15 10 marks | * Al the top end, uses examples from beyond the bwe texis under discussion to
amplify the sxplanation/provide contaxt,
= Towards the bettorn, may be a little unbalanced in coverage yet the answer is
still comprehensively argued,
= Excellent understanding of relevant political knowledge (processes, concepls,
debates andior theories).
= Capdidate is ahbays in firm control of the matenal.
ANSWERS WILL SHOW REASOMABLE UNDERSTANDING OF THE TEXT, OR
RELATE A SOUND UNMDERSTANDING LESS STROMGLY TO THE QUESTICN
= Explanation that makes a solid attermpt to respond to the question, identifying
5 some of the substance of the comparisoen but does not make the compariscn
explich {listing rather than juxtaposing peints) andier shows a limited
G i understanding of the views.
Me further examples and/er context are provided,
Limited understanding of relevant political knowdedge, llustrated with limited
examples from the text under discussion.
=  Upevenness in the coverage of malerial
ANSWERS WILL SHOAW LITTLE UNWDERSTANDING OF THE TEXT AMD
LITTLE ATTEMFT TO RELATE TO THE QUESTION,
= Only the most basic comparison betessen the passages and the most basic
1 understanding of the similarities/differences. There is little or no engagement
with the question
40 marks = Lithe if any engagemant with the material. The answer may paraphrase the
passages and’or compare the factual material in them rather than the views
that they offer.
=  Little or no awareness of relevant political knowledge, with ne sign of
undaerstanding.
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Generic marking descriptors for sub-G (b) [full essays]

The full range of marks will be used as a matter of course.
Examiners will ook for the 'best fit', not a 'perfect fit' in applying the Lavels,
Examiners will provisionally award the middle mark in the Level and then moderate up/down
according to individual qualities withim the answer,

* The ratio of marks per AD will be 1:3.

s  The weighfing of marks for each ACQ should be considered, but this i reflected in the descriptor:
marking should therefore be done holistically.

& Question-specific mark schemes will be neither exhaustive nor  prescriptive.
Appropriate, substantiated responses willl alvways be revwarded.

+ MNE Answers are reguired to make critical use of pelitical ideas and texts studied during the
course. Responses which fail to enter into critical discussion of ideas and texts are very unlikely
to attain a mark above Leval 1.

#  Ewvaluation refers to the arguad weaighing up/assessment of factors in relation fo thair significance
in explaining a issue or in explaining nkages between different factors.

Levelimarks Descriptors

ANSWERS MAY NOT BE PERFECT, BUT WILL SHOW SOPHISTICATED

UNDERSTANDING OF THE QUESTION AND DRAW COMPREHENSIVELY

FROM THE IDEAS AND TEXTS STUDIED IN THEIR RESPONSES.

« Excollent focused critical analysis and full evaluation of ideas and texts that
answers the question convincingly.

5 «  Excellant sustained argument throughout with an excellent sense of direction
that is strangly substantiated by an excallent range of supported examples.
3525 marks Excellent substantiabed conclusions.

# Excellent understanding of relevant poltical knowledge (processes,
concepis, debates andfor theories).

= Towards the bottom, may be a little unbalanced in coverage yet the answer
is slill comprehensively argued.

« Candidate is always in firm control of the maternal,

ANSWERS WILL SHOW MANY FEATURES OF LEVEL 5, BUT THE QUALITY
WILL BE UNEVEN ACROSS THE ANSWER.
= A determined response to the guestion with clear crifical analysis and

4 evaluation of ideas and texts across most but not all of the answer,
=  Argument is strong and sustained, showing clear awarenass/understanding,
2822 marks but parts are underdeveloped andior the range of substantiating evidence &

not even across the answer. Strong conclusions adequately substantiated.
Description is avoided.
+ Good understanding of relevant palitical knowledge.

ANSWERS WILL SHOW A SOUND UNDERSTANDING OF THE QUESTION

AND DRAW FROM THE TEXTS STUDIED IN THEIR RESPONSES.

3 + Engages with the question akhough analysks and evaluation of ideas and

texts is patchy and, at the lower end, of limited quality.

21=15 marks |+ Trles to argue and draw conclusions, but not well sustained and supporting
evidence is patchy. Thers may be significant sections of description.

# Reasonable understanding of relevant political knovwdadge.
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ANSWERS WILL SHOW A LIMITED UNDERSTANDING OF THE QUESTION

AND A LIMITED USE OF'REFERENCE TO TEXTS STUDIED,

2 . Same engagement with the gquestion, bul analysis and evaluation of ideas

and texts are Emited/thin.

14—8 marks =  Limited argument within an essentially descnptive response.  [rrelevances
may characterise parts of the answer. Conclusions are limitedthin.

=  Understanding of relevant political knowdedge is limitad andior unevan.

ANSWERS WILL SHOW LITTLE UNDERSTAMDING OF THE TEXT AND

LITTLE ATTEMPT TC RESPOND TO THE QUESTIOM.

1 =  Little or no engagement with the guestion. Litle or ne analysis or evaluation

of ideas and texts.

T=0 marks = Little or no argument. Assertiomns are unsupported andior of limited
melevance. Ay conclusions are very waeak,

= LitHe or no relavant political knowledge.
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Question 1(a)

Passage A
The liberty of man, in society, is to be under no other legislative power but that established, by consent, in

the commonwealth; nor under the dominion of any will, or restraint of any law, but what that legislative shall
enact, according to the trust put in it.

(John Locke, The Second Treatise of Civil Government, 1690)

Passage B
We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their

Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.

(American Declaration of Independence, 1776)

Mark scheme
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Example candidate response - Distinction

Examiner comment — Distinction

The candidate starts with a clear comparison between the two passages and this was a feature of the
answer, with consistent comparison of both the similarities and differences of the two passages. The
candidate is able to identify the key issues raised in the passages and shows a clear understanding of the
political concepts that are being discussed. The comparisons are supported by brief quotations from the
passages which are always relevant to the points being made and are clearly explained and linked back to
the question set. The answer explains fully the points of comparison and ideas are well developed. Although
the two passages largely agree, the candidate is able to pick up on the point of difference about the ‘pursuit
of happiness’ at the end of the second paragraph. The final paragraph reaches a clear and supported
judgement that follows logically from the rest of the answer.

Mark awarded = 12 out of 15
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Example candidate response - Merit
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134

Examiner comment — Merit

The opening provides a general overview of the two extracts, but the ideas are not expanded. This is
characteristic of this answer. The candidate is able correctly to identify some points of difference between
the two passages, but the ideas are not fully developed or explained. The response relies heavily on the
content of the passages and does not fully explain the concepts or ideas that are raised by them. The range
of issues covered by the answer is also somewhat narrow, particularly as the points are not developed and
the candidate fails to pick up on any points of similarity. There is some attempt at an overall judgement in
the final paragraph, but this is limited and again relies heavily on quotations from the passage which are not
compared in terms of similarity or difference.

Mark awarded = 7 out of 15
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Example candidate response - Pass
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136

Examiner comment — Pass

At this level, responses often fail to understand the key issues raised by the passages and this is reflected in
this response. The candidate fails to understand the second extract and how the ideas and concepts raised
in the first passage are developed in the second. There is drift from the focus of the question, which should
be on consent and limits to government power, to a more general attempt to compare the passages.

Mark awarded = 4 out of 15

Question 1(b)

Passage A

The liberty of man, in society, is to be under no other legislative power but that established, by consent, in
the commonwealth; nor under the dominion of any will, or restraint of any law, but what that legislative shall
enact, according to the trust putin it.

(John Locke, The Second Treatise of Civil Government, 1690)
Passage B
We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their

Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.

(American Declaration of Independence, 1776)
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138

Example candidate response — Distinction
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Examiner comment — Distinction

The response is consistently focused on the question and does attempt to address its demands throughout,
producing a solid response. In the opening paragraph, the candidate is able to place the issue of toleration
in the context of liberal philosophy. The candidate is able to provide a range of supported reasons as to
why toleration is important to liberal beliefs. Moreover, in some instances the candidate evaluates their
importance and this is often supported by reference to appropriate theorists, such as Mill and Hobbes. It is
pleasing that the response uses the theorists to support the argument and does not simply describe their
beliefs with little link to the question. The candidate also attempts a balanced response, although at the
end of the second paragraph this might have been developed further. In most instances, the points made
are fully developed and examined as is witnessed in the third paragraph, where once again theorists are
used rather than simply described. The conclusion does acknowledge the limitations to the importance of
toleration and this again provides an effective balance which allows an overall judgement to be reached.

Mark awarded = 25 out of 35

v2 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770

141



Paper 3 — Ideologies and Philosophies

142

Example candidate response - Merit
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144

Examiner comment — Merit

At this level candidates attempt to engage with the demands of the question and there is an attempt to
construct a relevant argument. The candidate also shows a sound understanding of relevant theorists and
does not simply describe their views, but tries to use their ideas to pursue an argument. The answer does
show an understanding of the relevant concept of tolerance and this is reflected in the reference to Voltaire.
However, some of the ideas need greater development, as is the case with the reference to de Tocqueville

and Bentham. The answer would benefit from a conclusion which reached an overall judgement as to the
importance of tolerance in liberal beliefs.

Mark awarded = 17 out of 35
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Example candidate response - Pass
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Examiner comment — Pass

The answer begins by outlining some of the key liberal beliefs and acknowledges that toleration forms a

key part of this and briefly links it to the idea of liberties. However, the answer does not build on this in

a convincing manner. There are also occasions, as in paragraph five, when the candidate drifts from the
question and describes reasons why liberty may not be achievable. The candidate is able to explain why
toleration is important to liberals, but as the answer progresses it becomes more descriptive and is not well
supported by reference to relevant political theorists, which is a requirement of this paper. When the answer
does refer to John Locke and Rousseau, the focus is descriptive with little attempt to link their ideas to the
specific demands of this question. The conclusion attempts to reach a judgement, but it is not convincing
and the final statement is very generalised.

Mark awarded = 10 out of 35

Question 2(a)
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Examiner comment — Distinction

The answer focuses clearly on the precise demands of the question and avoids a general comparison

of the two extracts. The opening paragraph provides a strong focus and the candidate makes an overall
comparison of the views offered in the two extracts. This sustained comparison is a focus of the response,
but the candidate is also able to fully explain the ideas in the two extracts. The candidate also acknowledges
that the extracts do differ — a point that could have been further developed to show the differences
between British and American New Right views. The answer might also have benefited from placing the
extracts in their wider context of the development of conservative thinking in the two countries. Even
without this, however, this is still a well focused answer that is based on a direct comparison of the two
extracts in relation to the question.

Mark awarded = 12 out of 15
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152

Example candidate response - Merit
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154

Examiner comment — Merit

The opening paragraph is generalised and fails to make use of the two extracts provided whereas
candidates should at least outline the overall message of the two extracts in relation to the question set.
The focus of the answers in this section is comparison, but the first main paragraph of the answer deals
largely with Passage A and makes little real comparison even when a brief comment about extract B

is made at the end of the paragraph. The following paragraph does draw attention to some similarities
between the two passages, although the comments are very generalised and not developed. The
candidate rightly tries to place the passages in context, but the error over the date of Thatcher becoming
Prime Minister detracts from the response and, again, the two extracts are dealt with sequentially. The
comments about extract B are more convincing and help to lift the quality of the answer, particularly the
ability to link it to Bush's government. In the conclusion, the candidate shows some awareness that the two
extracts represent the British and American strands of New Right Conservatism, but this should have been
developed in the answer as it goes a long way to explain the differences.

Mark awarded = 6 out of 15
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Example candidate response - Pass
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Examiner comment — Pass

This response fails to score well as the answer makes very little use of the passages and is more like a
general essay. It is important for candidates that the passages are the driving force behind their answers
and that contextual knowledge or reference to other theorists is used solely to explain the extracts and

the similarities or differences. It is only at the very end that the response makes a clear reference to the
extracts, and this imbalance between the extracts and contextualisation ensures that the answer remains in
the lowest mark band.

Mark awarded = 4 out of 15

Question 2(b)
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Example candidate response - Distinction
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164

Examiner comment — Distinction

The response is clearly focused on the demands of the question throughout and the candidate pursues an
argument which is supported by reference to a range of theorists. The opening paragraph clearly explores the
debate raised by the question and even here the candidate is able to make reference to theorists to support
this. The candidate has a clear structure to their argument, examining the differences and then the similarities
before seeing and explaining the paradox. This clear structure and line of argument is characteristic of
responses at the higher levels. The second paragraph pursues a balanced argument, and what is noticeable is
that the response is driven by the argument with theorists used to support the line pursued, rather than simply
described. This approach continues in the next paragraph, although this would have benefited from reference
to theorists. However, the remainder of the answer returns to the very high levels that have been apparent in
the opening and the candidate reaches a clear judgement in the final paragraph which follows logically from
the rest of the response.

Mark awarded = 30 out of 35
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Example candidate response - Merit
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Examiner comment — Merit

The answer displays a reasonable command of the topic, but the material is not always clearly and explicitly
linked to the exact question set. The opening paragraph is quite general and would benefit from a clear
definition of the concept of neo-conservatism as the observation made is generalised. However, the
answer does attempt a fuller definition in the second paragraph, but a definition of the key term or terms
in the question is best done in the opening paragraph. In defining neo-conservatism, the answer might
have picked up on the differences between American, British or European strands. In this paragraph, the
candidate suggests that neo-conservatives do adopt the traditional idea of security, but this is not fully
developed; neither is the reference to ‘Hobbian’ (sic) concept. The following paragraph follows a similar
pattern, although this time discussing a difference. Again, the idea is not fully developed and the reference
to a theorist is only made in passing. The main paragraph on tradition does attempt to explore issues in
greater depth, but the material is not always directly linked back to the question and as the paragraph
progresses it becomes more descriptive with no reference back to the question. This is echoed in the
paragraph on liberalism as the answer loses a clear sense of argument and direction. It is only within the
conclusion that the response does try to link material back to the actual question and reach a very limited
judgement.

Mark awarded = 21 out of 35
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170

Example candidate response - Pass
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172

Examiner comment — Pass

The response reflects many of the characteristics of answers at this level. The answer is largely descriptive
and does not provide a clear answer to the question set. Many of the points made, such as at the start of
the second paragraph, are little more than assertions and although there is reference to theorists their ideas
are not explored or linked to the question. Towards the end there is an attempt to argue, but again it is little
more than assertion as no evidence is provided to support the claim.

Mark awarded = 10 out of 35
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Mark scheme
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Example candidate response - Distinction
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178

Examiner comment — Distinction

The response immediately draws an overall, if general, comparison between the two extracts and this
comparative approach is maintained throughout, although in some places less strongly. The response

is strong in setting the extracts in context and this is used to help explain the differences between the
extracts, not simply imparted. It is also encouraging that the answer is able to make comparisons between
the writers of the two extracts and other thinkers, with a link to the Communist Manifesto and Clause

IV of the Labour party constitution, being the clearest. The response focuses on the key issues in the
extracts, such as revolution or social improvement, and develops the points thoroughly with good use of
material from the extracts to support the line of argument. The final paragraph provides a convincing overall
judgement about the two extracts.

Mark awarded = 11 out of 15
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Example candidate response - Distinction/Merit
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186

Examiner comment — Distinction/Merit

The opening paragraph is very strong and provides a useful model for openings. The response makes use
of theorists to set up the debate and also provides a fairly clear explanation of the key concept, in this case
communitarianism. The opening part of the response is quite strong as the candidate follows a clear line
of argument and links their material back to the question. However, this is not sustained throughout the
answer, and the reader is left to make the links between the material and whether it is compatible. The
answer does return to a stronger line of argument by linking communitarian ideas to socialism, but this is
not sustained when the ideas of Marx and Engels are discussed. This uneven approach continues through
to the end where there is a stronger section showing how the views contradict. If this sense of argument
had been sustained throughout and been supported by better and wider use of theorists, the essay would
have scored more highly. The mark awarded is on the borderline of a Distinction/Merit grade.

Mark awarded = 21 out of 35

Example candidate response — Merit
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190

Examiner comment — Merit

Although the candidate shows a sound understanding of the concepts associated with socialism, the
answer is not always focused on the demands of the question. The opening paragraph is strong and shows
a good awareness of those associated with communitarianism and does make a link back to liberalism. If
the candidate had pursued this argument throughout, it would have been an impressive answer because it
is clear that the candidate has a sound political knowledge. The third paragraph, despite the considerable
knowledge, only has an implied link back to the question. This approach becomes more evident in the next
paragraph where the question is not answered directly. The conclusion does link the material back to the
question and reaches a clear, if undeveloped, judgement.

Mark awarded = 18 out of 35
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Example candidate response - Pass
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194

Examiner comment — Pass

The answer shows a limited understanding of the passages and is clearly confused by the line of argument
taken by Hobbes, seeming unaware that he is arguing for an all-powerful ruler. The candidate does show
some understanding, at least at the start of Filmer's view, and explains the religious element, although not
very convincingly. The confusion over Hobbes continues in the second paragraph and this confusion makes
it very difficult to make valid comparisons. The comments about the ‘same way' are rather vague and create
the impression that the candidate is struggling to understand the concepts.

Mark awarded = 5 out of 15
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Mark scheme

There are no suitable good and average example candidate responses available.

196 Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770

V2



Paper 3 — Ideologies and Philosophies

Example candidate response - Pass
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Examiner comment — Pass

The candidate attempts to explain nationalism in the opening paragraph, but this is very generalised and
shows little understanding of the key concept or the different types of nationalism. Much of the answer is
descriptive and the material considered is not linked to the question as to whether nationalism is illiberal.
Where the answer does make links, as at the end of the second paragraph, it is almost an afterthought
or bolted on. The argument as to whether it is illiberal needs to be at the forefront of the response.

There is some attempt to argue and make a link to the question in the next paragraph and if this had
been developed, or a similar approach sustained, the response would have scored more highly. The next
paragraph is more typical of the answer as the response fails to explain how or why nationalism is illiberal
and relies on an assertive comment. The argument put forward in the penultimate paragraph is unclear.
The response makes no mention of relevant theorists, which is a requirement of this paper, and therefore
is going to struggle to escape the lower levels. This is made even harder by the limited argument and the
failure to link material to the actual question.

Mark awarded = 12 out of 35
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202

Example candidate response — Merit
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204

Examiner comment — Merit

The answer does provide a comparison between the two passages and considers both their similarities and
differences, but it does not reach the very top as it is based purely on the passages and does not attempt
to place the views offered in a wider context. The candidate develops their ideas and supports these by
reference to the extracts to support their argument when considering both the similarities and differences.
The candidate also reaches an overall judgement, concluding that the extracts provide a complementary,
rather than contradictory analysis of the reasons for the spread of fundamentalism. While the overall
judgement might have been developed further, the candidate does display a sound grasp of the views
offered by the two extracts.

Mark awarded = 9 out of 15

Example candidate response - Merit

Examiner comment — Merit

The answer does focus on a direct comparison of the similarities and differences in the passages and it is
this that helps the answer reach Level 2. However, the ideas are not fully developed despite the candidate’s
ability to select relevant quotations from the extracts. There is very little explanation of the points that are
made and at best when the candidate does explain the similarities or differences the explanation is either
generalised or superficial. The candidate does not use any contextual knowledge to help explain the issues
raised by the extracts and this also limits the final mark awarded.

Mark awarded = 7 out of 15
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Example candidate response — Merit
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212

Examiner comment — Merit

The response displays a sound understanding of the concepts in the question, but if the structure of the
argument had been clearer the candidate would have gained a higher mark. The response is focused more
on liberalism and only at the end of the paragraphs does the candidate link their ideas back to the concept
of anarchism, yet the focus in this topic must be current ideological debates — so the answer should be
driven by ideas on anarchism which are then linked to liberalism. This weakness is most noticeable in

the third paragraph of the answer. Many candidates do not discuss the different forms of the ideologies
under consideration yet this could provide a valuable approach; in this case a number of different types of
anarchism could be discussed in terms of extreme liberalism.

Mark awarded = 19 out of 35

Cambridge Pre-U Comparative Government and Politics 9770 v2



Paper 4 — Contemporary International Debates

Paper 4 - Contemporary International Debates: Contexts
and Comparisons

Generic mark scheme
Generic marking descriptors

# The full range of marks will be used as a matter of course.
Exarminers will provisionally award the middle mark in the Level and them moderate up/down
according to individual gualities within the answer,
Examiners vall look for the "best fit’, not a ‘perfect fit' in applying the Levels,
Tha ratio of marks per &0 will ba 2:5,
The weighting of marks for each AD should be considered, but this is reflected in the descriptor:
marking should tharefore be done holistically

« Question-specific mark schemes will be neither exhaustive nor prescriptive. Appropriate,
substantiated responses will always be rewarded. Answers may develop a novel response to a
question. This is to be credied if arguments are fully substantiated

= NB Answers are required fo compare and contrast several countries/regions. The minimum
specified is teo, at least one of which must not be the UK or the USA. Answers which break that
requirement are very unlikely to attain a mark above Level 1

Level'marks | Descriptors

ANSWERS MAY NOT BE PERFECT, BUT WILL REPRESENT THE VERY BEST
THAT MAY BE EXPECTED OF AN 18-YEAR-OLD.
= Excelent focused comparative analysis that answers the gquestion

convincingly.
s Excellent comparafive arguments sustained throughout with a strong
5 sense of direction. Excellent substantiated comparative conclusions.
= Excelent comparative understanding of relevant political knowledge
50-41 marks (processes, insttutions, concepts, debates and'or theories) supported by a

widae range of concepls and examples.

= Towards the bottom, may be a litthe unbalancad in covarage {l.e. may raly
mare on one aspact of the comparison than the other i order to Alustrata
the argumant) yet the answer is still comprehensively argued.

# Candidate k= always in firm control of the matenal.

ANSWERS WILL SHOW MANY FEATURES OF LEVEL 5, BUT THE QUALITY
WILL BE UNEVEN ACROSS THE ANSWER.
« A good comparative response to the guestion with clear analysis across

4 mast but not all of the answer,
s Sirong comparative argument throughout, but parallels/contrasts are not
40-31 marks always devaloped. Strong comparative conclusions adeguataly
substantiated.

= Strong but uneven range of relevamt political knowledge used o support
analysis and argument. Description is avoided.

THE ARGUMENT WILL BE REASONABLY COMPETENT, BUT LEVEL 3
ANSWERS WILL BE LIMITED &'0OR UNBALANCED.
« Engages soundly with the gquestion although comparative analysis is
patchy and, at the lower end, of limited quality
# Tries to argue and draw conclusions comparatively, but this breaks down
30-21 marks in significant sections of description.
»  Good but firited and uneven range of relevant polfical knowledge used to
describe rather than support analysis and argument.
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AMSWERS WILL SHOW A GEMERAL MISMATCH BETWEEM QUESTECN &
AMNSWER.
3 = Limited enpgagement with the guestion, with seme understanding of the
issues. Analysis and comparisens ara limitedithin
2010 marks s Limited argument with limited comparative elemants within an essentially
descripiive  response. Conclusions  are limitedithin,  with  limited
comparative quality.
= Patchy display of relevant political kmowledge,
AMSWERS WILL SHOW A CLEAR SENSE OF THE CANDIDATE HAVING LITTLE
1 IF ANY ENGAGEMENT WITH THE QUESTION
= Little ar no engagement with the question. Little ar no comparisan offerad,
$—0 marks = Lithe or no argurent. Assertlons are unsupporied andfer of limited
relevance, Any conclusions afe very woak
= Liltls or mo relevant political knewledge,
NE

Substantated examples and critical evaluation must be drawn from various countriesregions of tha
weorld, and candidates will be expacted to compara and contrast at least bwe of these in thelr answears
{neither of which may be the UK or the USA, although ellher of both may be relerenced for

supplemantary contexticomparison).
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Examiner comment — Merit

The candidate sets up the debate in the opening paragraph by commenting on the extent to which states
should intervene in the lives of its citizens. The candidate shows knowledge by contrasting different
theoretical approaches to the role of the state. Furthermore, in the second paragraph, the candidate raises
a question over what security actually is and then adds some political thinkers and their basic views. There
then follows an attempt to bring in real life examples, though unfortunately, candidates cannot be rewarded
for examples from the US and UK. The essay takes on another tack at this point to discuss problems

of states using the pursuit of security as an excuse for reducing the rights of their citizens. There is a
conclusion to the essay but it does not necessarily follow on from the preceding argument. This answer

is reasonably competent and engages soundly with the question, but the debate is fragmented and not
consistent, and the examples given break the rubric. The answer shows good but uneven knowledge which
could have been used more effectively in analysis.

Mark awarded = 25 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Pass

The candidate does not set up the debate adequately by defining security and by discussing the theoretical
basis of the question. While the candidate suggests some roles of the state and analyses them in
subsequent paragraphs, there is not a coherent development of an argument. The answer does apply
balance in trying to argue both sides of the argument, but the two sides of the argument are not particularly
related to the other. This response is at the top end of Level 2 and may be seen as a good example of

a Pass answer. Whilst there are reasonable attempts to back up the arguments with evidence, they are
somewhat forced. There is a lack of overall knowledge, structure and coherence to this answer, despite a
solid attempt to answer the question set.

Mark awarded = 19 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Distinction

The response starts with a concise but accurate discussion of the question in hand, including relevant
contemporary examples. The opening paragraph suggests a high level of sophistication and nuance.
Subsequent paragraphs show thought, planning and knowledge as the essay develops through its
argument. The candidate weaves current, wide-ranging examples with political thought and analysis.
This essay shows substantial knowledge and analysis, written with a fluency that is impressive in timed
examination conditions, making it worthy of a top level mark.

Mark awarded = 42 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Merit

The candidate is aware of arguments regarding state intervention in the affairs of other states, although
reasons for non-intervention are not divulged early in the answer. Inconsistencies and hypocrisies are
identified, as are motivations for intervention, such as preventing genocide. This opening paragraph is

long and contains very many (relevant) points, but it is not constructed to the candidate’s best advantage.
Likewise, the second paragraph makes some arguments for and against intervention, but in a haphazard
way. The third paragraph provides some interesting arguments and examples for intervention. The
conclusion is quite successful in drawing a number of strands together. The response is reasonably
competent and certainly addresses the question. There is patchy analysis and the writing lacks appropriate
grammiar, but there is enough sustained argument to place it fairly high in the middle band.

Mark awarded = 28 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Pass
The essay begins with quite a sophisticated and interesting introduction. What follows, however, is not a
clear response to the question asked. Whilst there is relevant knowledge, the link to the question about

intervention has to be searched for. The issues are understood, but they are dealt with neither thoughtfully
nor systematically. The answer lacks depth and a coherence to the argument.

Mark awarded = 22 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Merit

Interdependence is not defined in the opening paragraph, although the candidate does analyse why there
may be a decline in conflict between states. A number of points are brought into the discussion, but these
are not adequately separated out. The lack of a definition or explanation of interdependence does, inevitably,
limit the marks available to the candidate as we are never sure exactly what the candidate is referring to.
There is reference to political and economic interdependence but this is not developed. The candidate
successfully brings in the Hobbesian view of the state of nature in international relations and implies the
concept of anarchy. There is quite a good historical understanding, with discussion of the Cold War and
proxy wars; political philosophy is brought in too. Overall, the response is reasonably competent and it
engages soundly with the question. However, the essay is not a tight response to the question. There is not
enough explicit focus on interdependence, and therefore trade and economics, and analysis of it.

Mark awarded = 28 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Merit

The candidates raises an interesting point in the opening paragraph about globalisation and human rights,
but it is not developed or explained. The second paragraph gives examples of human rights and a slight
indication of their universality. There then follows a relevant discussion on the cultural dimension to human
rights, focusing on Islamic culture. In the following paragraphs, there is more relevant knowledge and a
discussion of different attitudes to human rights, and their alleged abuses, in various parts of the world,
including India and China. An interesting approach is taken by looking at countries which purportedly respect
Western human rights ideals, but in practice may not. The candidate follows a coherent and appropriate path
throughout this essay. Though the introduction and conclusion don't really set up or conclude the debate in
the body of the essay, the body itself does show competence and knowledge enough to sustain a sound
engagement with the question.

Mark awarded = 28 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Pass

A debate is set up in the opening question, but it does not focus sufficiently on the question asked. Human
rights are not explained, defined, or adequate examples given. There then follows a somewhat unconvincing
discussion about human rights, though the emphasis on cultural differences is relevant. It is appropriate

to bring up the Arab Spring in the subsequent paragraph to illustrate the universality of human rights and
perhaps their universal appeal. There are a couple of valid and interesting arguments in the third paragraph,
but these are not sufficiently explained or developed. This answer does benefit from its very clear attempt
to answer the question, but it is of limited quality and depth.

Mark awarded = 21 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Distinction

The response starts with good knowledge and definition of globalisation and a good framing of the debate.
Though global government is not defined, it is implicit due to the use of intergovernmentalism. Excellent
examples reinforce understanding, as does the quality of language and terminology. The arguments put
forward are coherent, logical and fluid. Alternatives to global government are explored, such as individual
state action and charitable movements. Belief in self-determination is also given as a strong reason for not
developing global government. This is a well-crafted, focused answer to a broad question. Candidates could
have opted to approach this question in a number of ways, and this candidate brings a number of very clear
and appropriate examples and concepts to support the arguments deployed.

Mark awarded = 42 out of 50
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Examiner comment — Merit

There is a solid start to the essay, but lack of definitions weakens the opening. The answer shows a fair
understanding of the nature of global government, based on regulations, global law, etc. There is some
mention of the EU and the UN, but neither is developed. Balance is achieved, with some arguments against
global government, though these also lack development. The argument is reasonably competent, but while
the answer is accurate, the arguments and evidence are both patchy.

Mark awarded = 25 out of 50
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