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Introduction
This paper saw a pleasing level of focus on contemporary events from many candidates, 
for example, recent foreign policy developments (Q4), Labour’s post-election shift on the 
question of an EU referendum (Q5), and Cameron’s desire for renegotiation (Q6). The rise 
of anti-European parties across Europe was also relevant to several of the questions. Equally 
some candidates did, on occasion, allow contemporary developments to partially distract 
them from the specific question asked. It was pleasing to again see few candidates placing 
excessive reliance on historical content by focusing on older treaties where there have 
been relevant developments that supersede them. Naturally some steadfast standbys still 
saw strong service, such as Factortame, but this was generally due to the lack of a more 
contemporary example. Once again most candidates were able to offer a sensible number of 
developed arguments, as opposed to a series of assertions or brief undeveloped points, to 
short response questions. 

The short responses questions were fairly even in popularity with the exception of question 
4 which proved surprisingly unattractive to many candidates despite it proving relatively 
fertile ground to those who did attempt it. Q6 was a little less popular than the other 
two essay questions but all three options attracted a reasonable number of candidates. 
Candidates were mixed in their ability to offer concise and accurate definitions of key terms 
such as ‘pooled sovereignty’. Furthermore some basic errors were still too common, in 
particularly confusing the European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) with the ECJ, or, perhaps 
more understandably, confusing the Council of Ministers with the European Council. Just 
as worrying was that too many candidates failed to address key words in some questions, 
most notably ‘assess’ in question 2, and ‘controversial’ in both question 4 and, to a lesser 
extent, question 1. Equally it was very pleasing to see again some candidates make the 
rare but accurate link between the EU and ECHR via the Copenhagen Criteria, and the EU’s 
expectation that members sign up to this non-EU document. Furthermore the one sided 
essay was a rarer phenomenon than in recent years, and the vast majority of candidates 
seem to have noted that essay questions on this paper do not request one sided answers, 
and that the rewards for a lack of balance are always limited. 

Synopticity was somewhat variable in this series. Whilst many candidates were able to 
cite relevant specific views on the single market and constitutional impact of the EU there 
was rather less knowledge shown of differing views about the balance of power between 
institutions. There was also a little too much reliance on ‘some argue that’ without 
identifying which party, individual, group or institution the ‘some’ is. 

A final point to note is that whilst candidates are not directly penalised for poor handwriting 
it does in some cases impair communication, making it very difficult for the examiner to 
decipher, and therefore to credit, the content.
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Question 1
This was the second most popular short response question and specifically required a 
definition. Almost all candidates obeyed this instruction but the quality of definitions 
offered varied somewhat between those who equated it entirely, and rather crudely, with 
the loss of sovereignty and those who recognised that, at least in theory, it is meant to 
lead to a collective sovereignty that is greater than the sum of its parts. In general those 
who produced a more precise definition tended to go on to consider a stronger range of 
controversies. In terms of the controversies the first major discriminator was breadth 
with almost all candidates recognising that the loss of sovereignty was a major point but 
some failed to move beyond this to recognise other important issues. Second was the link 
between the controversies in general and specific supporting examples.

Level 1 responses most commonly misunderstood the term entirely, or gave a brief 
statement that it was synonymous with the loss of sovereignty without offering any 
evidence to support this assertion.

Level 2 responses most commonly focused on the question of the loss of sovereignty, often 
linking this to one or two specific examples, or else considered a further point, often the 
potential for a federal superstate, without quite developing this enough to reach level 3.

Level 3 responses were able to go beyond the alleged loss of sovereignty to consider other 
impacts, including those within the EU itself such as the relative influence on the pooled 
sovereignty of different countries, and the lack of democratic accountability in its exercise. 
Links to specific examples, such as CAP, the CFSP and QMV were also well utilised.
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The points here are reasonable and accurate but the 
initial definition is a little crude in terms of equating 
the pooling of sovereignty with its loss, which is a 
legitimate controversy but not intrinsic to the concept.
Final mark 9

Examiner Comments

Where questions specifically ask for a 
definition the accuracy of that definition 
is an important facet of entering the 
higher reaches of the mark scheme.

Examiner Tip
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The definition here is brief but clear, accurate and 
rather more sophisticated than in the previous 
example, and there are three clear and pertinent 
points which just succeed in carrying the answer 
into level 3. However the points are not sufficiently 
developed, for example in terms of specific policy 
examples, to progress further within level 3.
Final mark 11

Examiner Comments

A brief introduction followed by three 
points in a good basic structure, and 
can potentially access the full range 
of marks, but developing the points 
in sufficient depth is also important.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2
This specific ground will be familiar to most students and, perhaps as a consequence, this 
was the most popular of the short response questions with candidates showing impressive 
knowledge of a range of criticisms as to cost, environment impact, trade barriers, variable 
impacts on different countries, and the difficulties of reform. Frustratingly many candidates 
ability to discuss the criticisms of CAP was not matched by their ability to follow the totality 
of the instructions in the question, and specifically to assess at least some of the criticisms 
offered by considering how those criticisms might be mitigated or countered. There was 
also some variation in the level of contemporary content – with stronger responses having 
more focus on contemporary reforms and less on ‘butter mountains’ and ‘wine lakes’. There 
was also some confusion where candidates argued that the new countries of Eastern Europe 
were taking more than their share of the CAP due to their large and inefficient agricultural 
sectors, despite the current limitations on subsidies to these countries.

Level 1 responses were rare and most often simply confused as to the provisions of the CAP 
– for example by mis-conflating it with the CFP.

Level 2 responses generally offered a range of relevant criticisms but failed to offer any 
assessment of them, or else offered some assessment but of a limited range of criticisms.

Level 3 responses considered and critiqued a variety of criticisms, often showing awareness 
that reforms had mitigated some of the previous difficulties of CAP without entirely resolving 
its weaknesses.
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This is clearly a competent response 
within itself but the candidate fails to 
address ‘assess’ and therefore finds 
themselves limited to level 2.
Final mark 9

Examiner Comments

Questions with the instruction 
‘assess’ require candidates to 
evaluate how valid their points 
actually are, for example by 
considering responses to them.

Examiner Tip
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The candidate has clearly responded to the requirement 
for assessment - the criticisms themselves are not 
greatly dissimilar to those considered by the previous 
candidate, but they are responded to and evaluated, 
taking this close to full marks.
Final mark 14

Examiner Comments
Assessment is most effective 
when directly targeted onto 
each individual point made.

Examiner Tip
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Question 3
This was a moderately popular question and, provided they did not lapse into general 
criticisms of the EU without specific reference to Lisbon, candidates tended to perform 
well. The similarities to the failed constitution treaty, as well as to the expansion of QMV 
and the institution of new ‘country-like’ posts of President and High Representative, were 
all considered to good effect. Many were also able to link the criticism of the treaty to 
more recent developments such as the rise of anti-EU parties across Europe. Much less 
common, although not essential to securing high marks, was consideration of the federalist 
criticisms of the treaty – that it was too watered down and failed to properly embrace the 
supranationalism necessary to operate effectively within an expanded EU. Candidates did 
need to show that they clearly understood the provisions of the treaty but this did not 
require a list of features – understanding, whether limited or clear, could be shown through 
the ‘controversies’. Attempts at balance – i.e. to explain why the Lisbon Treaty was in fact 
desirable – were not credited.

Level 1 responses tended to focus on general criticisms of the EU with little or no link to 
Lisbon in particular, or else mentioned one or two specific criticisms without developing 
them.

Level 2 responses generally offered two moderately developed criticisms of Lisbon, most 
commonly the similarity to the failed constitution and the further loss of sovereignty, and 
would have benefited from greater development, range, or both.

Level 3 responses considered a range of points, usually linking these criticisms to specific 
provisions of the treaty. Some, but by no means all, responses in this level considered 
federalist as well as euro-sceptic criticisms of Lisbon. 
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This candidate’s particular strength is in tying 
specific examples to general principles - for 
example the extension of co-decision over 
CAP to the supranational/intergovernmental 
debate. This takes them close to full marks.
Final mark 14

Examiner Comments
Tying points of theory or principle into 
specific examples is a very effective 
approach to securing high marks.

Examiner Tip
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The candidate makes two solid and relevant points, 
but the third point, whilst having potential merit, lacks 
clarity. It is likely that the candidate meant to argue 
that the democratic deficit, for example seen in the 
unelected Commission, has not been properly tackled, 
but they do not communicate this sufficiently clearly.
Final mark 10.

Examiner Comments
Ensure that you communicate your 
points clearly so that your understanding 
is obvious and the examiner does not 
have to speculate as to what exactly you 
were trying to say.

Examiner Tip
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Question 4
This was the least popular short response question but was well addressed by many 
candidates, with some strong understanding of how the significance of the post, or 
otherwise, had been seen in contemporary events such as Syria and the Crimea, as well 
as in Ashton’s role after the Haiti earthquake. The key to success was to maintain focus 
on both the question of significance and the specific post, and not to lapse into general 
discussion of the CSFP, or the purely descriptive approach to the role. Links between the 
post and the CSFP were highly relevant however and many candidates effectively discussed 
how the post of High Representative has given the EU a more noticeable place on the world 
stage, allowing the EU to speak with one voice, whilst others noted that under the CASFP 
unanimity is still required. There was also considerable use of Kissinger’s famous “Who do 
I call if I want to talk to Europe?” quote, demonstrating that comments from some decades 
ago can still be relevant to a contemporary issues paper, in terms of demonstrating political 
developments.

Level 1 responses were very rare, and those seen commonly appeared to be suffering from 
timing issues in terms of this being their third short response, or else entirely ignored the 
post in favour of a general discussion of EU security and foreign policy.

Level 2 were either accurate but one sided, or balanced but a little over focused on theory 
without relating this to specific examples or (lack of) powers, or on the significance of the 
CSFP in general rather than the post of High Representative in particular, or on the history 
of the post rather than its ‘significance’.

Level 3 responses tended to treat this question in a very contemporary fashion, often 
tying in theoretical strengths or limitations with examples of both post-holders and specific 
events.
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This candidate is clearly very aware of issues 
surrounding EU Foreign Policy, and views from 
within the UK with respect to it, but they do 
not tie it into the particular role asked about 
- they refer to the High Commissioner in the 
introduction and conclusion but very little within 
their specific points ties specifically to the post.
Final mark 7

Examiner Comments

A tight focus on the specific role or 
institution asked about is important 
to securing a good mark and 
avoiding spending much time on 
material that gleans little credit.

Examiner Tip
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In contrast to the previous response this 
candidate explicitly ties all of their points 
back to the post of High Representative. The 
points are not exceptional but the tightness 
of focus and balance secures a high mark,
Final mark 14

Examiner Comments

The mark on short response questions 
is very closely related to the tightness 
of focus on the question, which includes 
any requirements for balance.

Examiner Tip
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Question 5
This question was of middling popularity, although this was itself encouraging since it 
is an area of the topic not often specifically raised, with candidates being more used to 
considering the views of the Conservatives, Lib Dems or UKIP. Probably because this was 
a less common question it provoked a wide range of responses, in terms of both focus 
and quality, as well as some rather broad definitions of ‘recent years’, which was most 
sensibly interpreted to mean from Blair onwards. The discriminators here were first, the 
degree to which the reasons were made specific to the Labour Party and to its (changing) 
philosophy not just to pro-Europeans in general. Second, and linked, the level of focus on 
‘why’ as opposed to ‘what’ – i.e. the reasons for Labour’s broadly pro-EU approach rather 
than simply a description of what it was over time. Clearly with both of these points links 
from policy evolution to the reasons for it could be very effective, where for example 
the move from old to new Labour was linked with the view of the EU as a ‘capitalist club’ 
evolving into an appreciation of the economic value of the single market. Third, the degree 
of development within points – some candidates asserted without evidence that a pro-EU 
position was electorally advantageous whilst other presented varying, and sophisticated, 
explanations as to why this might be so. Similarly some candidates settled for a rather 
vague ‘support for workers rights’ whilst others went into much more detail as to specifics.

Level 1 responses were marred by inaccuracy, for example erroneously equating Labour’s 
HRA to the EU via the ECHR, or were very descriptive as to Labour’s approach to the EU 
without addressing ‘why’. 

Level 2 responses were sometimes also quite descriptive, albeit with some explanation of 
why particular approaches to the EU had developed with the position within the level being 
determined by the level of detail offered. Others were competent in themselves, but overly 
focused on one aspect of Labour’s pro-EU stance, generally either the social or economic 
benefits.

Level 3 responses focused closely on why the Labour party in particular had been broadly 
pro-EU in recent years, offering a clear link between the shifting priorities of the party and 
those of the EU and as well as solid specific detail about the pertinent social and economic 
benefits.



28 GCE Government and Politics 4GP04 4A



GCE Government and Politics 4GP04 4A 29

The points here are valid but the ‘why’ 
content is rather vague and asserted in 
terms of Labour being ‘the workers’ party’ 
or ‘anti-Conservative’ and this keeps the 
response in mid-level 2.
Final mark 8

Examiner Comments
Arguments as to ‘why’ need to be 
developed, and not simply asserted, 
in order to score highly.

Examiner Tip
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This candidate makes two solid points that are 
clearly tied in to the question but, frustratingly, 
wastes some time with crossing out followed by 
a point with limited development. More planning 
could have made this a solid level 3 response.
Final mark 10

Examiner Comments

Spending a little time on planning 
the answer helps to avoid crossing 
out content, allows focus on the 
strongest points, and thus often 
leads to a higher mark.

Examiner Tip
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Question 6
This was the least popular essay question, although still attempted by a good number 
of candidates. The keys to success were balance, breadth, the quality of illustrative 
examples, and the degree of development of the points made. Many candidates may 
have been tempted to descend into a pro/anti EU debate but, whilst the argument that 
the constitution has been fundamentally altered is most often advanced by sceptics, most 
candidates managed to remain focused on the question of transformation. A more common 
pitfall was to give insufficient consideration to the idea that EU membership might not 
have fundamentally transformed the UK constitution. Candidates who rushed headlong 
into embracing the premise of the question found their marks limited by their enthusiasm. 
Others focused more on debating ‘change’ than on ‘transformation’, which is a rather more 
radical concept. Clearly the most critical issue here, and the one discussed by virtually all 
candidates, was that of parliamentary sovereignty and the threat which EU membership has 
caused to this central part of the UK’s constitution, and some candidates very effectively 
considered contrasting theories of sovereignty such as pooled and ‘zero-sum’ as well as 
the distinction between legal and political sovereignty. The role of the ECJ in relation to UK 
courts was also much discussed. Much less commonly discussed were issues such as the 
threat to the unitary state by the EU’s emphasis on regionalism. Candidates were permitted 
leeway on dates since older developments, such as Factortame, were still pertinent. 
Nevertheless awareness of the impact of Lisbon, expansion, and indeed Cameron’s 
upcoming renegotiations were clearly relevant and creditable. For example the specific 
provision of Lisbon that countries are able to leave the EU (and thus ‘reclaim’ sovereignty) 
tackled the ‘elephant in the room’ as to whether exit was actually legally possible. With this 
in mind an explicit awareness of how the constitutional impact has evolved over time was 
highly creditable, although relatively uncommon. 

Many candidates did successfully bring in knowledge from the AS Level unit 2, in terms of 
their clear understanding of the nature of the UK constitution, which aided their ability to 
assess how far it had been transformed. 

The weakest responses were characterised by brief or overly asserted responses, or else 
by devoting a considerable portion of their response, time and energy to considering the 
impact of the ECHR and HRA, to no creditable affect and at a considerable opportunity cost. 
Middling responses were often competent but a little too one sided, most commonly offering 
only a brief riposte to the assumption that the UK constitution has indeed been transformed 
or at least heavily changed. Other candidates did provide more balance but failed to develop 
sufficient range or depth to progress further. 

The strongest responses often showed high awareness of how this debate has evolved over 
time and through different treaties. Theoretical points about legal, political and economic 
sovereignty were well developed and linked to specific examples, and balance was present 
throughout. Synopticity was often more approached in terms of there having been a 
transformation, usually by citing the views of Eurosceptic groups and individuals who believe 
that sovereignty has been irrevocably squirreled away, than by considering alternative 
viewpoints. Those who did consider a variety of views on both sides of the debate were 
rewarded accordingly. In some cases these included consideration of the views of different 
legal and political experts.
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This is more of a decent answer on the extent 
to which the EU influences UK politics, rather 
than the constitution per se. The structure is 
clear, there is balance, and much of the content 
does touch on relevant issues, for example the 
green measures illustrating the sovereignty 
point, but this could be done more explicitly. A 
tighter link to the constitution could have seen 
the candidate secure a strong mark.
Final Mark: 7+7+6+6 = 26

Examiner Comments

Marks are awarded for how closely 
content addresses the specific question 
asked, not for its intrinsic quality, so 
always focus tightly on the question.

Examiner Tip
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Here the focus is on the constitution 
throughout, and this secures an appropriate 
reward. The synoptic viewpoints are also 
much more ascribed to those who advance 
them than in most responses which results 
in a very high synopticity mark.
Final Mark 11+11+11+8 = 41

Examiner Comments
Accurately ascribing viewpoints to 
specific individuals, groups, parties or 
institutions earns a higher reward than 
ascribing the same arguments to ‘some 
argue that’.

Examiner Tip
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Question 7
This was the most popular essay question. In some cases this was clearly because 
candidates had revised for a generic ‘is x the most powerful institution?’ question, and 
such responses tended to remain stuck in level 2. The key to success here, besides the 
usual elements of balance, quality of illustrative examples, the degree of development and 
the range of individual institutions considered, was to link all points back to the Council 
of Ministers. A discussion of the ways in which the Parliament or Commission interact 
with, limit, or are limited by the Council was credited considerably more than simply a 
discussion of another institution followed by a statement that it was more or less power 
than the Council. A good number of candidates did display accurate knowledge of the EU’s 
institutional framework, recognising that the influence of each institution evolves over 
time. The Lisbon Treaty, for example, had shifted the power balance over law-making 
and budgetary matters, with many candidates correctly identifying that the European 
Parliament’s enhanced powers of co-decision had meant that the European Parliament was 
now on an equal footing with the Council of Ministers over virtually all legislative matters. 
Some candidates went beyond this by specifically citing those areas where the Council 
retains sole control, and were rewarded accordingly. A small minority of candidates seemed 
unclear about the distinctive roles of the Council of Ministers and the European Council, and 
it was not uncommon for candidates to merge the two institutions into one. The best way to 
avoid this was clearly, if briefly, to define the nature and composition of the Council at the 
start of the essay, and then to compare it with the European Council during the course of 
their arguments. Equally where such confusion was occasional and did not impinge of the 
discussion of the role and powers of the Council of Ministers, it did not significantly affect 
marks. However where candidates did show permanent confusion between the two and their 
roles they suffered accordingly.  Although the European Council and Council of Ministers are 
based in the same building in Brussels, it should be emphasised to candidates that they are 
two separate institutions.  The European Council defines the strategic direction of the EU, 
whereas the Council of Ministers adopts laws and coordinates specific policies. Candidates 
offered differing approaches to the role of COREPER – some seeing them as a boost to the 
power of the council, and some as a control within it, and either approach was acceptable 
with credit being determined by how well it was argued. The weakest responses suffered 
from significant misunderstanding of EU institutions, at their worst by confusing the Council 
of Ministers and either the European Commission or European Parliament. Other weak 
responses lacked analysis with infrequent and generalised assessments as to how the points 
raised related to the influence of the Council of Ministers. Middling responses were most 
commonly characterised by either accurately considering the Council of Ministers entirely 
in terms of its own powers and limitations, without much reference to other institutions, or 
by considering institutions at length but without sufficient direct engagement of their role 
and powers against that of the Council. The strongest responses showed clear awareness 
of both the role and powers of the Council of Ministers and the ways in which that role and 
those powers interact with a range of other institutions. The Commission and Parliament 
were most common here, but the relationship with the ECB, ECJ and Council of the EU was 
also creditably used by some candidates. These candidates were able to assess how the 
influence of the Council of Ministers very much depended on the policy being debated, the 
crisis being tackled or indeed the country holding the Presidency. Very strong candidates 
made impressive reference to recent budgetary negotiations between the Council of 
Ministers, the European Parliament and the Commission, highlighting specific instances 
where influence had been gained or conceded.
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This candidate would clearly have preferred a 
question about the European Parliament, and goes 
on to show serious confusion between the Council, 
Parliament and Commission. They escape L1 only on 
communication since the structure and phraseology 
are quite clear, albeit with limited content.
Final mark 4+4+4+4 = 16

Examiner Comments

Basic mistakes and confusion between 
different institutions is often very costly, 
especially where the question requires 
you to compare and contrast them.

Examiner Tip
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This candidate’s knowledge of the institutions is 
strong and their only limitation is a lack of a specific 
link back to the Council of Ministers with all of their 
points. Adapting their impressive understanding 
of the institutions to constantly assess the specific 
institutions asked about in the question could have 
taken this consistently high within level 3.
Final mark 10+8+7+6 = 31

Examiner Comments

For maximum success on institutions 
questions link all comparisons back 
to the particular institution(s) cited 
in the question.

Examiner Tip



GCE Government and Politics 4GP04 4A 57

Question 8
This was a popular essay question, albeit slightly less so than question 7. The major 
discriminators here were balance, evidence, the breadth of focus, and the quality of 
analysis. The vast majority of candidates correctly grasped that this was a two-sided 
discussion, and that the Single Market could be seen to be both successful or unsuccessful, 
or as mainly successful with clear areas of limitation.  It was pleasing to see that the 
majority of candidates clearly understood that the purpose of the Single Market was an 
attempt by the EU to break down trading barriers so as to make it easier and cheaper for 
businesses to operate across borders. Candidates displayed good understanding of how this 
worked in practice, and many responses were able to pinpoint specific illustrations of where 
this had proved successful or less so.  This evidence could be in terms of success in different 
countries, in different aspects of the single market, or at different times in its development, 
and was strongest when specific, measurable and accurate. Breadth most commonly meant 
avoiding an over-focus on monetary union, a path that tempted a small but noticeable 
minority of candidates and often left them in mid-level 2. However it was pleasing to see 
few candidates treat ‘the single market’ as a straightforward single track concept. Some 
adopted the approach of examining each of the ‘four freedoms’ – of people, goods, services, 
and capital, in turn and this was often a highly effective strategy. A few candidates also 
made effective comparison between the EU’s single market and the current economic 
condition of other countries such as China, the USA and the Asian tiger economies. It was 
also acceptable, although relatively rare, to consider the question not just from an economic 
angle but also from a cultural or social standpoint. Where such approaches introduced 
relevant argument and evidence they were often very strong, for example considering how 
the lack of a European social model could be perceived to be hindering the potential of the 
Single Market due to divergent tax regimes or cultural differences. The weakest responses 
either focused on the EU in general, rather than the single market in particular, and were 
consequently side-tracked into discussion of political sovereignty and democratic deficits, or 
else committed two or three of the deadly essay sins of being brief, one-sided, and lacking 
evidence. Lower middling answers often committed one of the above sins, or alternatively 
were analytically lacking, for example by failing to specifically link individual successes or 
failures, such as the single currency or social chapter, to the single market. Higher middling 
answers did include both balance and evidence but did not include the level of breath 
necessary to progress further. This was most commonly due to an over-focus on monetary 
union, but the freedom of movement was also sometimes overly dominant. Stronger 
responses considered a range of aspects of the single market – sometimes considering 
the four freedoms in turn and discussing the ways in which each could be considered 
either a success or a failure. Contemporary and accurate evidence was used throughout 
and candidates often showed awareness of how the single market had produced different 
levels of success for different member states. Many stronger candidates comfortably 
referenced key economic indicators on such areas as GDP growth, foreign direct investment, 
international trade or trends across business sectors.

As with all essay questions synopticity was best when it avoided the ubiquitous ‘some’ and 
ascribed contrasting views to particular sources.  Party views were clearly creditable here, 
as were the views of EU institutions, pressure groups, and both big and small businesses, 
which could fall on either side of the debate. Contrasting international views, in terms of 
different perceptions of success or failure from different countries, were also acceptable 
although there was, surprisingly, relatively little Grecian synopticity in terms of the election 
of Syriza. Considering the alternative viewpoints with respect to particular individual 
features of the single market, such as the freedom of movement, was also highly effective 
and again strongest when these views were ascribed to those who hold them.
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The issues considered here are relevant and 
creditable but the candidate is limited to mid-level 
2 by their over-reliance on assertion, perhaps 
reflecting a lack of time to fully develop their points.
Final mark 7+7+6+5 = 25

Examiner Comments

It is critical to allow sufficient time 
for answering essays in order to 
develop and argue your points.

Examiner Tip
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Had this answer continued a little longer to encompass 
another 1-2 points it might have got close to full marks 
or even achieved them. Even so it does well within level 
3 due to its strong balance, use of arguments and links 
back to the question. Note that whilst the context at 
the beginning is historical, and peace is perhaps not the 
strongest contemporary argument, it is legitimate in terms 
of considering a founding purpose of the single market 
that is of less contemporary relevance precisely because 
the single market has been successful in fulfilling it.
Final mark 10+10+9+7 = 36

Examiner Comments
If an answer is strong enough to 
enter level 3 then its place within the 
level will generally be determined 
by the breadth depth, relevance and 
balance of the points discussed.

Examiner Tip
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Paper Summary
Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice. 
Candidates should:

•	 read the question carefully, and then read it carefully again, and ensure that they are 
answering the question, the whole question and nothing but the question.

•	 in particular pay attention to command words such as ‘assess’, which requires some 
critique of the points advanced.

•	 maintain a contemporary focus, and avoid overly historical content, finding and utilising 
all opportunity to introduce relevant contemporary political context, whilst ensuring that it 
is clearly linked to effective debate, and not simply descriptive.

•	 avoid general introductions or conclusions to short response questions - they do not 
cost marks but rarely gain them and lose time. However they should define key terms 
not only where specifically requested, but also by offering a brief definition where it is 
clearly helpful to addressing the question (for example defining x if asked to ‘explain the 
criticisms of x’).

•	 ensure that they avoid confusion between similar institutions or concepts, for example 
the ECHR and ECJ, or the Council of Ministers and the European Council.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

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