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Example candidate response – high
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Example candidate response – high, continued 
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Example candidate response – high, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – high 
 
This started sensibly and immediately started to gain credit. The term ‘Reaganomics’ was defined and 
reasons for this economic policy was included in the answer. There was not too much initial detail and there 
were indications of balance as well. The second paragraph was a little too descriptive; there was a need to 
make the point more firmly and link it directly to the possible success/failure issue. The section on the 
recession of 1982 was well done, as were the comments on the ‘trickle down’ effect (or intention).  There 
was consistently good focus in this answer and a good level of comment and understanding which lifted it 
just into Level 5. For the very top marks there needed to be greater depth and more emphasis in the answer 
on the degree of ‘success’ attained. 
 
Mark awarded = 25 out of 30 
 

  



Paper 4 – Depth Study 

 Cambridge International A Level History 9389 29 

 

Example candidate response – middle 
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Example candidate response – middle, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – middle 

This was a brief, but quite good response which started with a clear definition. More reflection on the criteria 

by which successes could be judged would have been helpful. The first paragraph looked at how 

Reaganomics could be seen as a success whilst the second considered how it could be seen to have failed. 

In both cases relevant points were made, but what kept this response at a middle level was the shortage of 

relevant points and supporting detail. While the response was convincing and it was clear that the candidate 

fully grasped the topic there are questions about how ‘deep’ the study has been. The whole answer was 
relevant and accurate, but it was too brief and undeveloped. To improve this essay needed more points and 

supporting facts whilst sustaining the focus and analysis needed to answer the question. 

Mark awarded = 23 out of 30 
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Example candidate response – low 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 
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Example candidate response – low, continued 

 
 

Examiner comment – low 
 

This answer had a poorly developed opening paragraph. Answers which achieved higher marks identified a 
range of reasons and reflected on which might have been the most significant and why. Some argued that 
the factors which were important in the early fifties later declined in significance and others eventually 
replaced them as drivers of growth. The section in the first paragraph about the ‘dip’ after the war gained no 
credit as it was not relevant. There were valid points about the growth of defence spending as a result of 
NSC-68 and the Korean War and the Marshall Plan, but no attempt was made to assess these or reflect on 
their actual importance. There was an absence of any statistical evidence to back up points. The section 
about the American family had limited relevance and the reason why women were staying at home was 
linked to economic growth was not explained.  Major points about interstate highways and motor 
manufacturing were not included. 
 
The essay consisted of a limited list of reasons which were not evaluated. It could have included a much 
wider range of factors, considered and supported with more relevant detail. It could also have included an 
attempt to assess those factors and indicate which were the most important, when and why. 
 
Mark awarded = 13 out of 30 
  


