Commentary on Script F
This script was used in examiner standardisation in June 2019
This script was awarded 17/20 – GOOD

History Essay Part a) GOOD 6/8
Although heavily narrative based, this response shows a good level of understanding and develops ideas within a firm subject context. Knowledge of US isolationism (and its limitations) is good. Attempts to broaden the concept (e.g. reference to ‘pariah’ states) are less convincing and may be seen as something of a red herring. The conclusion shows evidence of a good level of understanding. Overall, this is typical of ‘good’.
History Essay part b) VERY GOOD 11/12
Under exam conditions this is a ‘very good’ response. Extensive and detailed knowledge. ‘Big picture’ approach. A clear ability to provide evidence-based judgements. There are well-balanced arguments and the response includes some ‘questioning of the question’. There is clear and convincing analysis and evaluation. The structure is very effective.
AMQ Part a) VERY GOOD 9/10
The map is ‘good’ but needs clearer labelling/more locational features to be ‘very good’. The key has a clear logic (assuming the second column refers to ‘economic’ power). The commentary confirms the logic of the key and, together with the key, provides a ‘big picture’ approach. The key and the commentary lift this response into the ‘very good’ level. The commentary includes reference to theory.
AMQ Part b) GOOD 8/10
[bookmark: _GoBack]A fairly well argued, structured response that uses theory quite effectively. Knowledge is detailed and well directed and this response merits the top of the ‘good’ level despite the use of brief examples rather than detailed case-study evidence. Use of the document is less good than use of the map/own knowledge. Sometimes the arguments put forward are rather superficial and this stops the response reaching ‘very good’.

So, overall 6/8 + 11/12 + 9/10 + 8/10 = 34/40 which converts to 17/20
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