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About this exemplars pack
February 2018
The exemplars contained in this pack are indicative of the types of answers students may
produce in response to the exam questions. They are not model answers nor should they
be seen as answers to emulate in order to guarantee a certain level of achievement.
Some of the answers were written in the allocated exam time per question, others were
not, and therefore these answers’ length in the live exams may vary. They have also
been produced by students at the start of their course, and so do not represent students’
full ability or range of knowledge as they would have at the end of a two-year Politics
qualification.
Some answers have been typed up due to the original illegibility of the student writing.
The examiners have not given marks, as they only had a small sample to work from and
will be better placed to award marks during the live assessment series, when the full
standardisation and marking procedures have been followed.
For each answer, there is a level (with the wording from the mark scheme) and examiner
written commentary on its performance. This commentary highlights the answer’s
strengths and areas for improvement, using terminology found in the levels-based mark
scheme.
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Paper 9PL0/01
Section A: POLITICAL PARTICIPATION
Question 1 (Sample Assessment Material)

In your response you must:
•
•
•

2

compare and contrast the different opinions in the source
examine and debate these views in a balanced way
analyse and evaluate only the information presented in the source.
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In your response you must:
•
•
•

compare and contrast the different opinions in the source
examine and debate these views in a balanced way
analyse and evaluate only the information presented in the source.
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Exemplar response A
1(a)
“On certain measures, Britain does indeed, appear to be facing something of a
participation crisis¨. This might be thought of as there are low turnout figures to the
ballot boxes as well as low percentages of people in political parties. However the
amount of people doing other ways of participation have increased such as signing online
petitions and to being part in direct action. This essay will argue that Britain is coming
out of a participation crisis.
“Electoral turnout has fallen sharply most notably at the 2001 general election.” In 1950
the general election turnout was around 80%, after that it stayed in mid 70% till 1992
when it dropped and continued to drop till in 2001 it reached 59%. This shows that up
until 1992 the decline had been slow and since then people have stopped voting which
would show that there was a participation crisis. However the turnout since 2001 has
increased at every general election with 69% turnout in 2017´s snap election. The
reasons for this drop since 1992 is likely come from people not trusting politicians after
the sleaze scandals but the increase in 2005 shows that maybe it was more of a short
term problem. Over all the turnout at general elections shows that there was a crisis in
people not voting; however this voting crisis appears to be ending, also there are other
ways to participate than just voting.
“Participation outside of the ballet box has increased” is true as the amount of people
who are now doing things like signing online petitions has increased due to how easy it
is, though most petitions don´t get passed in parliament with petitions like the second
EU referendum getting over 4 million signatures. It shows people are not apathetic to
politics. They just don´t see a point in casting a vote in referendums. Also in the “last 15
years” people getting involved in direct action has increased, with more people getting
involved in this it would be extremely unlikely that there is a participation crisis. In July
2017 the people´s assembly held a protest in London over the election to show they
were not happy. However the amount of people in trade unions has decreased drastically
but this is likely due to Margaret Thatcher´s crack down on Trade Unions shrinking their
number as well as the type of jobs held today being not as friendly towards unions.
Also for some parties membership has fallen such as UKIP’s drop to only 36000 or the
conservative party losing half their members when David Cameron became their leader.
On the other hand the SNP and Scottish Green Party saw an increase after the
referendum. Also Labour party now has 515000 members after Jeremy Corbyn became
leader. This shows that the “crisis largely lies in the hands of politicians.”
Overall the evidence shows that there is not a crisis in participation as people are
involved.

Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 4 response which considers both views systematically. It introduces
relevant own knowledge which develops analytical and evaluative points in the source. It
uses examples well which reinforce logical chains of reasoning.
The AO3 could be stronger and more focused on the demands of the question.

4
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Exemplar response B
1(b)
In the UK we have a multi-party system meaning there are several different parties
which people can vote for, but Britain is dominated by 2 major parties which always fight
for the majority in Parliament. One of which is Labour originally a very working class vote
whom ruled for 10 years under Tony Blair and the other being the Conservatives who
during Margaret Thatcher´s ruling transformed Britain. The other parties mainly
fight/campaign for Policies and some seats.
The Conservative have ruled Britain more times and for a longer amount of time than
any other party. They receive the highest amount of donations which gives them a slight
advantage over minor parties as they can spend more money on travel, campaigns and
manifestos. They capture “main issues” of the day and present choice.
The Labour party and Conservative party are the only 2 parties which have ruled since
1939, The Second World War, which shows that both parties are the 2 most dominant
forces in UK Politics. This has a slight reason due to that some voters may not vote for
minor parties as they are less likely to win so they vote against either Labour or
Conservatives to stop that force gaining power.
This has had some flaws though as in 2010 the Conservatives won the election but did
not gain enough seats to win over the majority, therefore they had to quickly come up
with a plan to do so. David Cameron joined with Nick Clegg (the leader of the Liberal
democrats) to form “a coalition government” giving them the majority. This then
happened again in 2014 when Theresa May had to make a deal with the DUP to gain the
10 seats she needed. This shows a slight change in dominance as in 2015 UKIP had
swung a lot of the votes which potentially cost Cameron his majority. This minor party
although gaining nearly 5 million votes they only gained one seat as the SNP, another
minor party, had a significant amount.
Another reason to show minor parties have a Dominant part to them is the Liberal
democrats had just less than a sixth of seats in 2010 showing that they had a very good
chance to make an impact in that election. Scotland is also Dominated by the SNP as
they gain 56 out of a possible 59 seats which is around 95% of the seats for Scotland, a
lot more dominant than Labour or the Conservatives. This makes them the 3rd largest
party in the House of Commons.
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When a minor Party does extremely well in an election it shocks a lot people as it is a
very rare situation so this shows that people are so used to the 2 major Parties
dominating UK Politics. Minor Parties are “gaining ground” on the major Parties giving
them much to focus on which is what Conservatives did to UKIP ready for the next
election. Winston Churchill, Margaret Thatcher and Tony Blair are the most well-known,
iconic and influential people to Britain which is why it is no shock all Prime Ministers are
either Labour or Conservative.
A Big reason for this could be publicity and media, as modern-day stats show class,
gender and work doesn´t show as big of an impact to what it did before the 2000’s. The
media such as television is one of the main ways people get their information about the
Parties and as the 2 Parties get the most publicity both negative and positive it gets
them more well-known to the public. Traditionally conservatives had The Sun on their
side along with other major newspapers and the Labour had The Independent and more
major newspapers – this gave both Parties the most publicity which people would always
notice.
The Liberal Democrats are another slightly major Party as they are the 3rd biggest Party
in England, people like them as they are very similar to the Conservative and their leftwing views. They have shown the most Dominance recently in the most recent elections
with views about the referendum and also the coalition with the Conservatives.
In summary the smaller Parties/minor Parties such as the greens, UKIP and SNP all have
an influence but get dominated by the major 2/3. They get too little seats to fight for
government they just fight for “ground”. Labour and Conservatives have reigned for a
long time and statistics show they still do as they have ruled for over 68 years and still
gain 70% of votes.

Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 2 response which demonstrates some accurate knowledge and
understanding (alongside some inaccurate knowledge and understanding). The
comparative analysis is restricted which means that there are flaws in producing logical
chains of reasoning. The evaluation is simplistic and does not show coherent judgment
and conclusions.

6
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Exemplar response C
1(b)

Major parties are groups which are the most prominent and popular in the UK democratic
system.
Dominant parties are mainly Labour and Conservative who normally win general elections
due to large number of seats they obtain from electoral votes. There is evidence to
suggest major parties such as Labour and Conservatives are dominant as the current
electoral system, FPTP from them and since WWII, every government elected has been
either Labour or Conservatives. There are some exceptions such as the 2010 coalition
government and the increasing popularity of UKIP and greens as well as SNP during
general elections. It is safe to assume that the major parties, Labour and Conservative
do remain as a dominant force in the UK politics.
The main argument suggesting party dominance in the source is that, since the Second
World War, every government formed has either been Labour or Conservative. Some
very major victories include the 1997 Labour victory in which Blair gained 43.2% of the
votes, winning 418 seats in parliament, which equals to 64.4% of the seats, over half of
the House of Commons. A similar one, this time by the Conservatives, was the 1992
general election, whereby Conservatives won 14 million votes, which was 336 seats and
therefore 51.6% of the votes, again over the majority of seats available in parliament.
An interesting election that demonstrates their real supremacy is the 2017 general
election. The Conservatives won 42.2% of the votes with Labour gaining 40.4% despite
the lowering turnout in the democratic system. Therefore, we can infer that the major
parties do dominate in UK politics.
Another argument located in the same is that the current electoral system favours few
parties to govern, supporting the fact that major parties are a prominent force in UK
politics. The FPTP system does not require a victory of majority votes (+50%) to form a
government. For example, Blair won 35.2% of the vote in the 2005 election, but yet still
gained power to form government for another fixed term. An instance where the
electoral system favours the major parties is when UKIP won 3.8 million votes under
FPTP system, however only gained one seat in the 2015 general elections. This clearly
shows that the major parties can monopolise government and so maybe a more
proportional system of voting should be introduced. Thus, it is clear that major parties do
dominate UK politics.
On the other hand, the source questions the dominance of the major parties. This is
when it mentions the 2010 coalition government (Conservatives & Liberal Democrats)
due to hung parliament. This hung parliament meant negotiations had to be made and
parties had to go against their own interests, e.g. Liberal Democrats abandoning their
university tuition fees policy. The Conservatives in the 2010 general election didn´t gain
enough votes to secure majority in parliament. They gathered 36.1% of the votes, and
so had to form a coalition government. However, this argument of a coalition within the
source is not strong enough because as long as the FPTP system is running, the two
major parties will still stay running as demonstrated in the 2010 & 2017 coalition: both
times a major party had to form government with less significant parties. From this, we
can see that Major parties are not always a dominant force in UK general elections /
politics with few exceptions.
Another point to suggest that the main parties are not in power is the growing popularity
of the minor parties as stated in the source. For instance, the raising profile of the greens
during 1990s allowed major parties to adopt some of their key issues, e.g. climate
change. This was expanded recently, in 2015, Greens & UKIP gained 5 million votes
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between them and SNP won 56/59 seats, as the source claims. This accentuates the
growing popularity the minor parties are getting in UK politics; as UKIP won 2.6m votes
in the 2004 European parliamentary elections and 3.8m in the 2015 general election.
Greens won 2.2m votes in the European elections, SNPs won 47 seats in 2007, and 56 of
59 available seats in 2015 general elections. These figures without a doubt translate their
growing popularity over the decade, hinting that the major parties aren´t the dominant
force in UK politics. But, more recently, SNP has lost 21 seats from the 56 it won in
2015, with the greens failing to win more than one seat in the 2015 general elections
instead losing 9/20 seats at Brighton and Hove council. Overall, it is obvious that even
though minor parties were succeeding, ultimately the major parties will always be more
popular.
In conclusion, the source clearly indicates that major parties are the dominant force in
the UK politics. There have been some exceptions, such as coalitions and increasing
popularity of minor parties, however they are short-lived, failing sooner or later, while
Labour and Conservatives (the major parties) have won every single general election
since World War 2. Referring to this information from the source, it is right to say that
the major parties are prominent in UK´s democratic system / parliament.
Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 3 response producing mostly accurate knowledge and understanding, and
linking to focused analytical points. The evaluation is generally coherent, and it does
produce some relevant conclusions that are sometimes justified. It lacks depth and range
for it to proceed to higher levels.

8
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Question 1 (Specimen papers)
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Exemplar response D
1(a)
This essay will determine whether or not pressure groups are positive or negative for
democracy. A pressure group is an organisation, formal or informal, which seeks to
promote its members´ interests and influence government policy. It could be argued that
pressure is good, as they advise the government on key issues, and increase
participation. However, it could also be argued that they are unaccountable and therefore
undemocratic, and that they can result in the government adopting the view of a
minority as policy. As our democracy is representative, the effect of pressure groups on
our democracy will be judged on how it makes our government more or less
representative.
Pressure groups support democracy as they advise the government on key issues. The
participation of “ordinary people” often results in “better decisions”. The DMA, a sectional
pressure group with 160000 doctors as members, has done this frequently done by
advising the government on NHS reform and releasing reports about health risks. This
supports democracy as it ensures that the government can take decisions with expert
knowledge in mind. It makes our democracy more representative as pressure groups can
advise the government on what the people want, and prove this through petitions and
protests. By showing the government what their members believe, pressure groups
increase representation by making the government take their views into account.
However, pressure groups are not democratic, and can advise the government without
their view representing what the people believe, so they may also hinder representation
by making the government a minority viewpoint. Overall, this point is less significant as
it does increase representation greatly.
Pressure groups support democracy and participation by increasing participation. They
“enable people to interact with politics” and “gets people involved”. 38 Degrees have
1.3m members, and by joining a pressure group these people are engaging with
democracy to a greater degree. This increases representation because if people
participate to a greater degree, the government has to see on what people think so that
they are not opposed. High participation gives our government legitimacy, the legal right
to exercise power - as it shows the government has the support of the people. Increased
participation makes the government accountable because they have to answer to
pressure groups. However, in this way pressure groups are by far less effective form of
participation than voting. Pressure groups ensure representation by holding the
government accountable to actions it takes against people´s views, but voting directly
shapes the government. Pressure groups, therefore, are only a weak form of
participating. Overall this reason is not very significant.
Pressure groups may oppose democracy because they are unaccountable. “38 Degrees
has an agenda”, and their “assertions” are “riddled with errors”. MPs are accountable due
to elections - if they fail the people can vote for someone else. This gives our democracy
legitimacy. Pressure groups are unaccountable and if they make mistakes so no one can
stop them. As a result they are bad for representation as their views don´t have to
represent the public - they can say anything. This makes pressure groups poor for
democracy since they can influence government policy undemocratically without being
held accountable. However, 38 Degrees uses a democratic system in which 50000 of its
members vote on what to campaign on, which gives its campaigning some accountability.
But overall, the unaccountability of pressure group activity makes them significantly lead
for democracy. Overall this point is incredibly significant.
Pressure groups oppose democracy and participation because they can make the

10
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government less representative e.g. making it adopt a minority viewpoint as policy. 38
Degrees demand “alternative outcomes” and are “a critic of the
government” - which is elected democratically. Because of this
they may influence an MP to adopt a policy which has their own
constituents disagreed with. This is unrepresentative because MPs
are meant to represent all their constituents who voted for them
and their policies, not a pressure group whose views may not be regular. Groups such as
the pro-smoking lobby or the countryside alliance may campaign and gain support from
MPs for unpopular policies, like a repeal on the ban on hunting. This is a very significant
issue as it is essential that MPs represent their constituents, rather than a group that can
hold any view. However, it is also important for MPs to represent the views of minorities
in their constituencies. So even if a pressure group encourages an unpopular view, it
may be good so that the MP can understand and take into account the views of
minorities when taking decisions. This is very significant as it makes the government
very representative.
In conclusion, pressure groups do not support democracy and participation. They allow
for greater participation and can let the government take informed decisions, but
ultimately these do little make our government more representative. As pressure groups
are unaccountable, they can support any view they want without fear of losing influence
(like MPs), because of they are undemocratic. Unaccountable groups with great influence
may influence an MP´s policy to a greater degree than their own constituents, which is
undemocratic and contrary to representative democracy. Their greatest benefit is
allowing people to participate more, which therefore holds the government to account by
providing opposition from voters towards it. However, there is no guarantee that the
government they oppose is actually acting against the view of the electorate, as pressure
groups can adopt any view they wish. It is of the utmost importance that MPs actually
represent constituents, and pressure groups do like to help with this.
Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 3 response. Throughout it demonstrates mostly accurate knowledge and
understanding. It is accompanied by mostly focused comparative analysis. And it moves
to make relevant points of evaluation. However, the response is treated more as a
standard essay than as a source question. There is a need to unpick the separate points
within the sources and draw focused points which draw all the assessment objectives
together.

Exemplar response E
1(a)
There is strong evidence within the source that suggests that 38 Degrees helps to
improve political participation by enabling people to interact with politics. Counter
arguments include the idea that 38 Degrees is “riddled with errors, overstatement and
simple inaccuracies.” To judge the extent to which pressure group activity supports
democracy and participation, there are strong arguments in the source that argue both
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views. By analysing the views in the source, we can form an overall judgement on
whether pressure groups have a compatible relationship with democracy.
The source suggests that pressure groups “enable people to interact with politics” thus
increasing political participation. They claim that “MPs have to realise that democracy is
about more people participating”, not MPs pursuing selfish means or further gaining
support for their political party. 38 Degrees do therefore encourage and help political
participation as they have one million members that help to influence change in society.
The idea that “ordinary people´s participation makes for better decisions” is reflective at
the idea of pressure groups as they aim to be a representative organisation of the
public´s views. However, pressure groups do not encourage full participation as they
only represent the view of certain minorities which is contrastingly different to
democracy, a system that represents the views of the majority. Therefore, the
relationship between pressure groups and democracy is incompatible as both ideas
represent the opposite sections of society. On the other hand, pressure groups do
contribute to increase political participation as outsider groups use controversial methods
to gain publicity, thus notifying the public on issues leading to greater political
participation.
The source also suggests that “38 Degrees are often riddled with erros, overstatement
and simple inaccuracies”. An example of how 38 Degrees may have inaccuracies is that
pressure groups are unelected, meaning that they have confused aims because their
leaders are not necessarily coordinated. Therefore, they are “hindering it by demanding
alternative outcomes” as a pressure group with confused aims is evidently a hindrance to
the government. This highlights the undemocratic nature of pressure groups as they are
unelected and therefore lack accountability. Comparatively to democracy, MPs are
elected and consequently do have accountability. Evidently, this major difference
highlights the incompatibility between pressure groups and democracy. However, this
point is not totally valid because although MPs are representative, in some circumstances
they tend to pursue selfish interests rather than representing the views of the population.
Both pressure group leaders and MPs can pursue selfish exploits, showing that the
unelected nature of pressure groups is in some cases the same as a selfish MP.
Also, “many people feel that conventional politics doesn´t work: it does not change
government policy”. Evidently, inside pressure groups have a greater opportunity to
influence government policy than outsider groups because of their inside connections
with MPs. The million members at 38 Degrees clearly feel that they have a positive
influence on government affairs whereas if they did not, government policy would
become stagnant. Although, pressure groups do help to change government policy,
generally the most influential pressure groups are the most wealthy. Therefore, this is
undemocratic meaning that pressure group activity does not support democracy and
participation. To counter this idea, within the source it states that “38 Degrees gives
people a sense of purpose and ownership and gets them involved.” 38 Degrees helps to
make issues well-known which then would aid political participation as the public are
aware of current issues. Therefore, the activity of pressure groups such as 38 Degrees
helps to increase political awareness which would then enhance the British democracy as
more people would interact with politics.
To a large extent, I believe that the activities of pressure groups undermine democracy
and political participation. This is because pressure groups such as 38 Degrees are
undemocratic due to them being unelected and due to their success being determined by
the extent of their wealth. Although, a million members is a significant amount of
support, this is not totally representative of the 60 million people in the UK. Therefore
pressure groups only represent the views of minority groups which contrasts to
democracy that aims to represent the views of the majority.
There is also strong evidence within the source that suggests that pressure groups such
as 38 Degrees are unnecessary because similar actions can be performed by an MP.
12
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Pressure groups undermine parliamentary sovereignty as they do influence decisions.
Their influence does not come from democratic support,
highlighting their insignificant part of the current UK democracy.

Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 4 response. It displays accurate knowledge and understanding and
consistently applies analysis. However, this analysis tends to lean to one side of the
debate, so it is not fully balanced. What limits the response is that the AO3 is focused on
the concluding comments, and not evenly considered throughout.

Exemplar response F
1(a)
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 5 response. It shows thorough and in-depth knowledge and understanding
with a consistent focus on the sources from which it draws perceptive comparative
analysis and constructs fully relevant and thought through evaluative points.

16
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Question 2 (Sample Assessment Material)

Exemplar response G
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 2 response. It demonstrates some accurate knowledge and understanding,
alongside emerging comparative analysis. The evaluation (AO3) is not particularly strong.
Overall this response is rather brief and does not provide a substantial amount of political
evidence to support their judgment and therefore a higher level.

Exemplar response H

18
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 3 response which demonstrates mostly accurate
knowledge and understanding. The analysis which follows is
mostly focused but at times it does tend to repeat points rather
than break into new ground. The evaluation (AO3) which emerges
builds up generally effective arguments throughout the essay.

Exemplar response I
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 4 response. It displays accurate knowledge alongside consistent analysis
and it reaches effective judgments based on the material provided. However, the brevity
of the response means that there remains relevant content to be covered.
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Section B: CORE POLITICAL IDEAS
Question 3 (Sample Assessment Material)

Exemplar response J

26
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 2 response. It is restricted to this level because it only makes reference to
one specific key thinker from the specification. If another key thinker (for example Locke
or Mill) been incorporated into the response (for instance in relation to Classical
liberalism) then the level awarded could have been higher.
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Exemplar response K
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 3 response.
It covers specified thinkers but does fully explain their contribution to the debate. The
knowledge is mostly accurate and likewise the analysis is mostly focused. The AO3
however is less strong as at times some of the material is not effectively used, and it
lacks a focus on the question.

32
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Paper 9PL0/02
Section A: UK GOVERNMENT
Question 1 (Sample Assessment Material)
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In your response you must:
•
•
•

compare and contrast the different opinions in the source
examine and debate these views in a balanced way
analyse and evaluate only the information presented in the source.

Exemplar response L

34
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 2 response. It has some accurate knowledge and understanding, and
constructs some relevant evaluation of political information. It is inaccurate in parts, and
the conclusions are not fully substantiated.

36
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Exemplar response M
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 5 response which demonstrates in depth knowledge and understanding,
sustained analysis and fully relevant evaluation. It shows convincing arguments on three
substantive areas of content. A little more focus on the critical commentary would have
strengthened the response.

42
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Exemplar response N
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 5 response. It demonstrates thorough knowledge and understanding, a
perceptive analysis and constructs fully effective arguments. There are consistent
references to the source material and it is particularly strong on the judiciary and the
House of Lords.

Section B: NON-CORE POLITICAL IDEAS
Question 4 (Sample Assessment Material)
Ecologism

Exemplar response O
Deep and shallow ecologists can be seen to agree to a very little extent over the
economy as shallow ecologism takes an anthropocentric approach meaning that they
believe that nature exists to satisfy human needs and desires thus they support
moderate means of regulation of the economy to protect the environment while deep
ecologists view the economy as the leading cause of environmental destruction.
Both deep and shallow ecologists agree that all resources on the planet are finite, thus
any economic activity that assumes that there is an infinite supply of new materials is
bound to fail as the Earth´s resources are doomed to run out. Shallow ecologists believe
that this economic issue can be solved through sustainability and actions by the states.
46
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Such solutions include managing of fishing stocks by introducing quotas and bans.
However such approach of sustainability implies that protection of
the environment will take place during the existing industrialised
society and as such the objective of increasing protection and
material prosperity will remain.
On the other hand, deep ecologists consider such approach for managing the economy
naïve and inefficient. They believe that bringing down production to a sustainable level is
impossible at the point of no return would have passed by the time they have had any
effect. They believe that the only way to preserve the environment is to bring the
economy to a level of “zero growth” and address the global population meaning that then
they could become self-sufficient with no action on imported goods.
Another way in which deep and shallow ecologists´ views differ is due to the fact that
they have different attitudes towards materialism and consumerism.
Shallow ecologists support the idea of Anthropocentrism which is a construct that
humans are the pinnacle of all existence, thus they have a right to organise the natural
world to serve their own interests. Therefore they do not believe in radical change and
feel that environmental protection can still be possible within the existing capitalist
institutions. This belief is motivated by the human desire for material goods since shallow
ecologists believe that acquisition of such goods makes people happy thus the natural
world should accommodate that desire for materialistic objects.
Deep ecologists on the other hand, see the relentless pursuit of materialistic goods as the
root cause of environmental destruction. They criticise it as anthropocentric, meaning
that nature primarily exists to satisfy human interests and the rising economic growth.
This leads to depletion of natural resources, degradation of air and water quality and
threatens to destroy the very ecosystems that are essential to sustain human life. For
deep ecologists consumerism means more industrialization and globalisation which in
turn leads to private individuals and companies placing profit and satisfaction from
material objects above the preservation of the natural world. With the levels of economic
growth constantly trying to match the demands it is apparent that people have to choose
either sustaining the economy or sustaining the biosphere as the two cannot coexist.
In conclusion, it is clear from the discussion above that deep and shallow ecologists have
completely opposing view concerning the economy due to the fact that shallow
ideologists put the needs of people first while deep ecologists place nature above all else.
Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 2 response. The answer is closely related to the question, and deals with
both strands of ecologism. There are no key thinkers referred to in the answer which
restricts it to Level 2.
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Question 5 (Sample Assessment Material)
Feminism

Exemplar response P
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Examiner´s commentary:
This is a Level 2 response
There is some accurate knowledge and understanding, with emerging analysis, but
mostly tangential to the question being asked. It is mostly a generic description of the
strands of feminism.
Apart from this, the answer would also be limited to Level 2 by the absence of references
to any key thinkers named in the specification.
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