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Introduction

The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for those teaching Cambridge Pre-U Global 
Perspectives & Independent Research, and to show how different levels of candidates• performance relate 
to the subject•s curriculum and assessment objectives.  

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

A selection of candidate responses has been chosen, to illustrate a variety of grades. Each response is 
accompanied by a brief commentary explaining the strengths and weaknesses of the answers. 

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

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 marks were awarded, and why, 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. 

Question

Mark Scheme

Example candidate 
response

Examiner comment
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Components at a glance

Component Task Duration Type of Assessment

1 Written paper 1 hour 30 minutes Externally assessed

2 Essay … Externally assessed

3 Presentation max 15 minutes running time Externally assessed

4 Independent Research Report … Internally assessed

Teachers are reminded that the full syllabus is available at www.cie.org.uk. 
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Component 1  Written Examination

Question 1(a)
The debate about GM Crops

1 Study Document 1.

 (a) Summarise the main reasoning against GM crops in Document 1. [4]

The documents below consider the debate about GM crops. Read them both in order to answer all the 
questions on the question paper.

Document 1:  adapted from •Head to head: GM crops debate•, an article by Tony Juniper on the BBC 
News website. Juniper, executive director of Friends of the Earth, campaigns against the 
introduction of GM crops.

The results of the government•s GM crops trial will force Tony Blair [the British Prime Minister] to show 
whom he really represents … the British people or America and the multi-nationals.

The trials have confirmed the arguments that we at Friends of the Earth have put forward for some 
time … that growing GM beet and oilseed rape will cause more harm to the environment than growing 
conventional varieties, and so should not be commercially grown in the UK. Britain•s wildlife has been 
in full retreat for more than half a century as more and more intensive farming has assaulted every 
corner of these small islands. Driven on in the name of •cheap• food, not only have the birds gone from 
large areas of the country, so have the farmers. The latest escalation in the war against wildlife and 
small farmers comes in the form of GM crops designed to withstand toxic chemicals that kill all other 
plants in the field and that lend themselves to massive agribusiness.

When the wild plants (•weeds• to the chemical companies) are all killed off, the insects that brighten our 
summers and that are the food of the young wild birds go as well. The predictable result is damage to 
wildlife even worse than the •conventional• crops that have already caused so much harm.

That this impact of GM farming is now confirmed as reality by an official study does not surprise us, but 
it is good to have an official study that says it.

Perhaps now, finally, we can begin a public debate about how to put the wildlife and farmers back on 
the land and to put the GM experiment in its proper place … in the dustbin of history.

Mark scheme

The question requires candidates to summarise the argument, not simply copy out relevant phrases. 
Candidates should be able to identify that Document 1 is opposed to the introduction of GM crops and, 
therefore, should not be rewarded for just stating that.

At the lower end, candidates should refer to the damage to the environment.  This could then be developed 
for a further mark.  This might include reference to the impact on wildlife.

Candidates might cover the impact on small farmers and the development of agribusiness, which the 
Document argues is present in all areas of Britain.

General comment

It should be noted that with three individual questions it is not possible to provide exemplar scripts and a 
commentary for Pass, Merit and Distinction for each question as it is the overall mark that determines the 
grade. As a result, the commentaries consider a variety of responses of different quality.
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Example candidate response
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Examiner comment

This answer recognises that the document puts forward a main view that GM crops are causing damage to 
the environment. This is made clear at the very start of the answer and shows a clearly focused approach. 
The candidate then explains that this has had two impacts. These are both fully explained and supported 
from the Document. Firstly, the candidate is quite clear about the loss of insects and the impact that this 
has had on other wildlife, particularly birds. This is well supported from the Document, but it should be noted 
that when the answer quotes from the Document the quotations are short and well focused, an indication 
that the candidate understands the Document.  Unlike the next answer, h owever, the candidate also explains 
the second impact and does not simply identify it. The answer acknowledges that GM crops have had an 
impact on small farmers, explaining that local, organic farmers are unable to compete with this.  The answer 
also widens the scope of the GM debate and acknowledges that there is therefore also an economic impact. 
These comments ensure that the candidate has identi� ed and explained well two reasons and is therefore 
awarded 4/4.
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Example candidate response

Examiner comment

The answer clearly identi� es two reasons why GM crops should not be grown in the UK. These are the 
same as the previous answer, namely the damage to the environment and the impact on small farmers. 
Even at this stage the ideas are conveyed more clearly.  The answer also proceeds to explain the � rst reason 
and comments on how the growing of GM crops will lead to chemicals being used that will kill off other 
crops, and therefore lead to a reduction in the variety of wildlife that relied on the diversity of plant life in 
the � elds. This explanation of the � rst reason takes the answer to three marks, but the second reason is not 
explained and therefore the whole answer remains at this level. This answer was awarded 3/4.
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Example candidate response

Examiner comment

The answer identi� es two reasons against growing GM crops. This is done in the � rst two sentences of 
the answer. In the � rst sentence the answer suggests that GM crops cause harm to the environment. The 
answer also suggests, although this is not expressed very clearly, that GM crops will reduce the number 
of farmers needed within an agricultural network. Neither of these ideas are developed clearly or explained. 
The answer does not explain how GM crops will lead to damage to the environment, this is largely asserted 
and the same is true of the comments on the decline in the number of farms. With the second point the 
answer is simply asserted and there is no attempt to explain the factor. As a result this was awarded 2/4 for 
identifying two reasons.
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Question 1(b)
 
(b) How convincing is Juniper’s argument against GM crops? [12]

  (In your answer, you should evaluate the evidence and reasoning in Document 1).

Mark scheme

• Responses should focus on both the strengths and weaknesses of the argument put forward in 
Document 1.

• At Level 1, candidates may consider only one side (e.g. weaknesses).
• To reach Level 3, candidates must consider both the strengths and weaknesses.
• At Level 2, there is likely to be imbalance, with most of the answer focusing on one side of the reasoning 

(strengths or weaknesses).

Level 3

9–12 marks

Sustained evaluation of strengths and weaknesses of reasoning and evidence, critical 
assessment with explicit reference to how ß aws and counter argument weaken the claim.

Highly effective, accurate and clearly expressed explanation and reasoning; clear evidence 
of structured argument/discussion, with conclusions reached/explicitly stated in a cogent 
and convincing manner.

Level 2

5–8 marks

Some evaluation of strengths and weaknesses of reasoning and evidence, but evaluation 
may focus on one aspect; assessment of ß aws etc may not link clearly to the claim.

Effective and generally accurate explanation and reasoning; some evidence of structured 
argument/discussion; conclusions may not be explicitly stated or link directly to the 
analysis.

Level 1

1–4 marks

Little or no evaluation of strengths and weaknesses, although ß aws etc may be identiÞ ed.

Level of communication is limited, response may be cursory or descriptive; communication 
does not deal with complex subject matter.

Responses must focus on evaluation and not simply repeat the argument given in answer to 1(a).  
Candidates may use a variety of criteria to evaluate the evidence and no set criteria are to be expected.

There is much material that candidates might consider, for example:

Weaknesses

They may suggest that the supporting evidence is generalised and lacks speciÞ c detail, e.g.: ‘Wildlife in 
full retreat’, ‘birds gone from large areas of the country’ ‘the insects that brighten our summers and that 
are the food of the young wild birds go as well’.  No speciÞ c Þ gures or evidence of the bird types that have 
disappeared are given.

They may suggest that there is little to no evidence given to support the argument about the decline of the 
small farmer.
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They might take notice of the author and his purpose.  Candidates might take note of the language used in 
Document 1; there is plenty of evidence of emotive language that could be used, e.g.: ‘full retreat’, ‘assaulted 
every corner of these small islands’, ‘war against wildlife’ ‘dustbin of history’.  Candidates might discuss how 
Document 1 uses this language to show how a rural idyll has been damaged.

They might comment on reference to the evidence of trials, to which Document 1 keeps referring, without 
using any speciÞ c evidence.  No evidence is given to show that the trials have conÞ rmed the arguments put 
forward by the Friends of the Earth.

They may refer to the many sweeping and unsupported statement put forward.

Strengths

When considering the strengths of Juniper’s argument, candidates might suggest that Document 1 does 
pursue a logical argument that the loss of plant food for insects will result in a decline in the population of 
birds and other wildlife that rely on insects for their food.

Some answers might suggest that although Document 1 is lacking in speciÞ c supporting details, the views 
put forward are supported by an ofÞ cial study and that this might make the argument more convincing.
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Example candidate response
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Moderator comment

Will the Current Recession Bene� t the UK Economy?  The question made some assumptions about the 
current state of the UK economy and invited a Yes/No response. There was the possibility of a discussion but 
the question might have been better in the form •Assess the view....Ž  or •To what extent...Ž   Nevertheless, 
along with the obvious view that recessions or downturns are bad for the economy in the short term, the 
candidate did show in his opening that he was aware of evidence for a con� icting view.  However, as an 
introduction to what is essentially an investigation, this had limitations. Con� icting views were shown, but it 
would have helped the reader if the •advantages and disadvantages• had been established  before launching 
into an exposition of evidence which needed to be referenced academically. It did encourage the reader to 
think that the discussion would be evidence based, but the initial critical evaluation was not developed.

Different views were established and there was some critical sense. The material was relevant and was 
not merely used to illustrate points without discrimination. The analysis used critical language appropriately 
and in context, but the quality of source evaluation was variable e.g. The Chief Executive of the National 
Pawnbrokers• Association concluded •the credit crunch is a positive thing for Pawnbrokers.•  The evidence 
supporting this claim is that, •there are now 540 pawnbrokers in the UK•.  Whether this evidence is valid is 
another issue altogether. I myself have seen two second hand stores open up on my local high street . . . 
I believe that this piece of evidence however is reliable since it has come from the Chief Executive of the 
NPA.

The essay contained passages that were quite descriptive and explanatory rather than developing arguments 
based on source material. A signi� cant omission was referencing of evidence.  This essay pursued a 
relevant discussion, showed some critical sense, applied some evaluative techniques and applied economic 
knowledge to the question. There was a conclusion which discriminated between elements of the economy, 
but there was little attempt to re� ect on the views arrived at, the problems of research, nay conceptual 
dif� culties or how research could be deepened.  The answer was awarded 30 marks by the Centre on the 
basis of 6 marks for A01 given the level of independence shown in researching, 8 marks for A02, 7 marks for 
A03, 6 for A04 given the level of communication skill shown and 3 marks for A05 … the intellectual level was 
mostly relatively undemanding, though arguments were made and sources used. The candidate worked with 
a degree of independence, had gathered and used sources with some critical sense, had used some of the 
reasoning and thinking skills from GP, had argued relevantly and come to a conclusion.
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Example candidate response … Pass
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Moderator comment

This could have yielded a sustained analysis of different evidence and the candidate•s plan showed a range 
of sources for and against.  There were intentions to consider economic, cultural and social aspects, so 
the essay could have ranged quite widely. The candidate recognised that there was a debate possible and 
seemed to be aware of the need to consider con� icting perspectives and the evidence which underpinned 
them.  The introduction made for less reference to the overall debate than either of the previous IRRs just 
considered … there was a brief reference to different beliefs but the intention seemed to be to convey 
information, and without adequate referencing. An article about why immigration was causing unrest was 
described, but it was not clear where balancing information came from and it was not clear what the view 
of the source was or whether the candidate was evaluating or merely describing views and counter views. 
The essay depended quite a bit on the candidate running through articles and statistics with limited critical 
sense. Different perspectives were identi� ed, but when there was evaluation it tended to be relatively 
undeveloped.  The conclusion offered a view, but this did not emerge from much evaluation of the evidence.  
The conclusion was limited and there was little or no attempt to re� ect on the process of research by 
identifying problems of methodology or limitations and strengths of approaches and evidence.  This was 
a fairly super� cial, if relevant response, which used evidence in argument with a limited critical sense.  
The teacher in the centre identi� ed the limited extent of evaluation of the issue and of evidence. Credit 
was given for some independent research using Spanish and English sources (A01…6 marks).  The limited 
analysis and evaluation resulted in marks of 6 for each of A02 and 3. It was felt that the essay had been 
communicated reasonably well and that communication with the tutor had been adequate so 4 marks were 
given for A04, but only 1 mark was given for A05, resulting in a total of 23 marks. This was accepted at 
moderation.
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