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Introduction

Typesetting instructions: 

1. Paragraph 1: update subject title and syllabus code.

The main aim of this booklet is to exemplify standards for those teaching Cambridge International AS & A Level Global 
Perspectives & Research 9239, and to show how different levels of candidates’ performance (high, middle and low) 
relate to the subject's curriculum and assessment objectives.

In this booklet candidate responses have been chosen from the June 2023 exam series to exemplify a range of 
answers.

For each question, the response is annotated with a clear explanation of where and why marks were awarded or 
omitted. This is followed by examiner comments on how the answer could have been improved. In this way, it is 
possible for you to understand what candidates have done to gain their marks and what they could do to improve their  
answers. There is also a list of common mistakes candidates made in their answers for each question.

This document provides illustrative examples of candidate work with examiner commentary. These help teachers to  
assess the standard required to achieve marks beyond the guidance of the mark scheme. Please also refer to the 
June 2023 Examiner Report for further detail and guidance.

The mark schemes used here are available to download from the School Support Hub. These files are:

9239 June 2023 Mark Scheme 02

Past exam resources and other teaching and learning resources are available on the School Support Hub.
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Typesetting instructions: 

1. Update master pages: A-Master and C-Master to show correct 
paper number, subject and syllabus code. 

How the candidate could have improved their answer
• The first implication of the question was explored through the theme of increased crop yield and this could have 

been better developed. Although the increasing yields point was well-supported, the candidate made an inferential 
leap. The candidate’s comment that food insecure regions could feed more people without disrupting existing 
farming practices is assertive and hence the increased yield theme was not fully developed.

• The candidate’s critical evaluation skills were lacking in range. Although there was some insightful consideration of 
the data provided by the source ‘GRAIN’, most of the other critical evaluation did not move beyond credibility and 
provenance and was not always well developed.

Common mistakes candidates made in this question
•  Candidates needed to carefully consider their title questions. The best questions were concise and set up a debate 

between contrasting perspectives. The issue raised by the title question needed global significance and should 
provide enough scope so several implications of the question could be analysed. This would be best achieved by 
identifying a theme (e.g. Economics or Ethics) with which to explore the title question. Candidates needed to keep 
the essay focused on their chosen title question.

How to use this booklet
This booklet goes through the paper one question at a time, showing you the high-, middle- and low-level response for 
each question. The candidate answers are set in a table. In the left-hand column are the candidate answers, and in 
the right-hand column are the Examiner comments. 

Answers are by real candidates in exam conditions. 
These show you the types of answers for each level.
Discuss and analyse the answers with your learners in 
the classroom to improve their skills.

Examiner comments are 
alongside the answers. These 
explain where and why marks 
were awarded. This helps you 
to interpret the standard of 
Cambridge exams so you can 
help your learners to refine 
their exam technique.

This section explains how the candidate could 
improve each response. It helps learners to 
improve their exam technique.

This section lists common mistakes as well as 
helpful guidance from the examiner. This will help 
your learners to avoid these mistakes. You can 
use this alongside the relevant Examiner Report 
to guide your learners.
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Essay

Example Candidate Response – high Examiner comments

1  The title successfully sets 
up a debate between contrasting 
perspectives and the issue has 
global relevance.

2  Crop yields, economics and 
biodiversity are introduced as 
themes that will be used to consider 
the implications of the question.

3  The start of the debate is 
signalled and the candidate makes 
it clear that the pro genetically 
modified (GM) crops perspective is 
being supported using the theme of 
crop yields.

1

2

3
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

4  The candidate demonstrates 
synthesis by making explicit links 
between evidence taken from two 
sources, Zilberman (USA) and 
Norero (Chile).

4
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

5  China is introduced as a global 
context within which to explore 
the economic implications of the 
question.

6  The evidence of increased 
profits for farmers in China is not 
simply accepted, instead, the data 
produced by the source ‘GRAIN’ is 
evaluated with developed critical 
insight.

7  The candidate synthesises the 
economic evidence and arguments 
from China and the USA to build the 
perspective in favour of GM crops.

5

6

7
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

8  The candidate’s essay is 
effectively structured. ‘Thus’ signals 
an intermediary conclusion to 
the economic implication of the 
question. The use of ‘however’ 
at the start of the next paragraph 
signals a shift to the contrasting 
perspective.

9  A global source, the 
International Institute for Sustainable 
Development (IISD) is used to 
inform the biodiversity implications 
of GM Crops. The candidate 
outlines the credibility of the IISD 
to justify the appropriateness of the 
source for this essay.

8

9
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

10  The candidate demonstrates a 
strong engagement with the source 
material as the arguments about the 
threats to biodiversity are presented. 
Again, there is a consistent 
synthesis of source material used 
to build the perspective against the 
continued use of GM crops.

11  The economic implications of 
the question are offered further 
analysis as the candidate discusses 
the concept of farmer dependence. 
Using the economic theme to 
consider both the pros and the cons 
of GM crops demonstrates balance 
and fair consideration for both 
perspectives.

10

11
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

12  The synthesis of the sources 
is less explicit here, although 
there is an awareness of the links 
between the Claremont University 
source and Matin Qaim. Qaim is a 
German source. This adds to the 
global range of sources used in the 
essay. The sources referenced have 
authors from the USA, South Africa, 
Ethiopia, UK and Chile, as well as 
the previously mentioned IISD.

13  The candidate’s citations have 
been clear throughout the essay 
and the references are easily found 
in the bibliography.

14  The candidate attempts a 
comparison of arguments to support 
the final judgement, but this lacks 
development and balance.

12

13

14
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

15  There is a clear reflection on 
how the research process and 
engagement with contrasting 
perspectives have impacted the 
candidate.

16  Through the reflection the 
candidate further develops the 
comparison of perspectives seen on 
the previous page in comment 14. 
The earlier attempted comparison of 
perspectives makes no mention of 
biodiversity, but here the threats to 
biodiversity are explicitly compared 
to the economic gains and this 
supports the conclusion.

17   Further research is specified 
and there is some attempt to justify 
why researching countries that are 
yet to engage with GM crops have 
not adopted this farming practice.

15

17

16
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

18  The candidate’s bibliography 
is well organised in a logical 
alphabetical manner and the 
references are appropriately 
presented. Referencing is full and 
effective.

18
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments
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Example Candidate Response – high, continued Examiner comments

Mark for AO1 = 20 out of 25

Mark for AO2 = 8 out of 9

Mark for AO3 = 6 out of 6

Total mark awarded = 34 out of 40

How the candidate could improve their answer
• The first implication of the question was explored through the theme of increased crop yield and this could have 

been better developed. Although the increasing yields point was well-supported, the candidate made an inferential 
leap. The candidate’s comment that food insecure regions could feed more people without disrupting existing 
farming practices is assertive and hence the increased yield theme was not fully developed.

• The candidate’s critical evaluation skills were lacking in range. Although there was some insightful consideration of 
the data provided by the source ‘GRAIN’, most of the other critical evaluation did not move beyond credibility and 
provenance and was not always well developed.

• Although the candidate’s suggestion for further research was relevant and pertinent to the essay, the development 
of it was not sharply focused. The candidate could have developed the point about practicality and why certain 
countries do not use the practice, rather than moving to a separate idea of comparative research.
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Example Candidate Response – middle Examiner comments

1  The title poses a question that 
can be answered yes or no, so there 
is an inherent debate. There is the 
potential for global relevance.

2  The candidate’s introduction 
juxtaposes quotations from various 
sources, demonstrating that there 
are sourced arguments for and 
against mental health apps.

3  The candidate’s definition of 
terms does not add to the debate.

4  The candidate’s comparison of 
unsourced claims is focused and 
some implications of the question 
are emerging: privacy, cost and 
accessibility.

1

2

3

4
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

5  The Finnish example gives 
a global context. However the 
candidate’s point regarding group 
therapy is pertinent, but left 
undeveloped.

6  The candidate offers two 
strands of critical evaluation – 
credibility and unsourced claims. 
These are both partially developed 
and slightly generic.

7  Another global context emerges. 
The candidate’s point about 
accessibility in Kenya is relevant, 
but not developed. There is more 
focus on critical evaluation than 
building the perspective.

8  The candidate provides 
an effective structural signpost 
signalling a new point for this 
perspective.

5

6

7

8
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

9  The candidate continues to 
refer to a range of relevant source 
material, but engagement is 
underdeveloped.

10  The candidate offers the same 
two strands of critical evaluation as 
applied to the Finnish source.

11  This point is less effective. 
Attracting less experienced 
therapists is not necessarily 
beneficial nor is the point clearly 
compared to traditional therapy.

12  The abridged quotation lacks 
clarity. The candidate partially 
develops the point with a single 
sentence. The cost implication 
of the question is relevant but is 
underdeveloped.

10

11

9

12
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

13  The vested interest point is well 
made and the weakness identified is 
relevant and developed.

14  The candidate provides a clear 
structural signpost, signalling a shift 
to the contrasting perspective.

15  There is some synthesis 
shown by contrasting the Collier 
source with a source from a first 
perspective.

16  The candidate identifies the 
global contexts, but they are not 
developed.

13

14

15

16
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

17  Some synthesis is shown by 
contrasting Fader’s argument about 
price accessibility with Ferdman’s 
point about access to the internet.

18  The candidate’s point about 
non-verbal cues is relevant, but the 
contrast with Gharib is not made 
clear.

17

18
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

19  The safe space point is the 
fourth separate point on this side 
of the debate. It is relevant, but not 
developed.

20  The candidate offers a brief 
perspective summary, but there is 
no comparison with the contrasting 
perspective.

21  The candidate establishes a 
reflective tone, but the impact of the 
work carried out on the point of view 
is not developed.

22  The support for the conclusion 
that traditional therapy is the most 
effective is quite one-sided.

23  The candidate suggests further 
research, but this lacks clarity and 
development.

19

20

21

22

23
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

24  The candidate’s citations are 
clear and the references in the 
bibliography are well organised. 
17 different sources are cited for a 
2000-word essay.

24
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments
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Example Candidate Response – middle, continued Examiner comments

Mark for AO1 = 14 out of 25

Mark for AO2 = 4 out of 9

Mark for AO3 = 5 out of 6

Total mark awarded = 23 out of 40

How the candidate could improve their answer
• The candidate incorporated too many sources and different ideas, so several areas lacked development. The 

actual engagement with the source material seldom moved beyond one sentence of analysis. For example, the 
source ‘Fadar’ was used to introduce the cost benefits of online therapy which was an important implication for the 
question, but the candidate offered one abridged quotation and just one sentence of development for what should 
be a key point in favour of the perspective.

• Conclusions should follow on from a comparison of perspectives. Rather than offer two separate and brief 
summaries of each perspective, the essay could have been improved by offering an explicit comparison of the 
strengths and weaknesses of each perspective before arriving at the final conclusion.

• A reflective tone was established, but reflection on how the work carried out affected the candidate’s viewpoint was 
not developed. Rather than listing the strengths and weaknesses of the different therapy options, the candidate 
could have demonstrated more clarity and insight into how engaging with different perspectives had consolidated 
their opinion.
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Example Candidate Response – low Examiner comments

1  Prefacing the title with the 
word ‘should’ is likely to provoke a 
debate. However, there may not be 
much research available to support 
both perspectives.

2  The candidate’s references to 
global contexts are not supported by 
sources.

3  The candidate makes some 
assertive statements regarding 
parental views.

1

2

3



Example Candidate Responses – Component 2

26

Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

4  The candidate’s introduction 
has set up a debate, but there is 
some lack of focus. Censoring 
access to books in schools and 
governments banning books are not 
the same thing.

5  The USA is established as a 
global context, but the presentation 
of the author’s argument lacks some 
cohesion.

6  The candidate’s critical 
evaluation of the Washington Post 
source is not well focused and some 
of the reasoning lacks clarity.

5

6

4
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

7  A second strength is identified 
using credible sources. The 
candidate does not explain who 
these credible sources are.

8  The first weakness of the 
source is not logically expressed.

9  The candidate clearly signals 
the move to the second perspective 
in favour of banning books. 

10  The candidate makes a fleeting 
reference to North Korea, but this is 
not used to support the perspective. 
The discussion moves back to the 
USA. 

10
9

7

8
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

11  The candidate’s paragraph 
about parents wanting to censor 
what their children read lacks clarity 
and is not explicitly linked to the title 
question.

12  Critically evaluating the 
source with references to the use 
of quotations is developed and 
exemplified.

11

12
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

13  The candidate identifies and 
partially develops the narrow 
focus of the author’s research as a 
weakness.

14  The candidate’s comparison of 
perspectives is not developed and 
the reasoning lacks clarity in places.

15  A reflective tone is established 
and the candidate describes what 
they have learned. They begin to 
consider the impact on their point of 
view. 

16  The candidate introduces new 
global contexts and research after 
the conclusion is reached.

17  The source Cerezo is 
introduced in the penultimate 
paragraph. It is not clear which 
perspective this is supporting.

18  There is an unsupported call for 
further research.

13

14

15

16

17

18
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Example Candidate Response – low, continued Examiner comments

19  The bibliography is well 
organised. Some of the citations 
in the essay are missing from the 
bibliography, e.g. Samarakkodige.

Mark for AO1 = 12 out of 25

Mark for AO2 = 4 out of 9

Mark for AO3 = 3 out of 6

Total mark awarded = 19 out of 40

How the candidate could improve their answer
• The range of sources used to support the debate could have been broadened. Essentially each perspective was 

supported by a single source, The Washington Post, against book banning and Perkins for banning some books. 
Having single source perspectives prevented the candidate from synthesising source material together. Both 
sources referred to the USA, so there was a lack of global range.

• There was a lack of focus on the title question. The candidate’s main arguments presented in the essay were 
focused on censoring school libraries. There was very little discussion of governments banning books. Having a 
title question that better represented the debate presented would have allowed for implications of the title question 
to be analysed.

• The candidate’s structure of the essay could have been improved. Firstly, some of the reasoning was not clearly 
expressed and ideas were not well-communicated. Secondly the essay spent too much time critically evaluating 
source material and so the actual debate between contrasting perspectives was not given space to be developed. 
Finally, bringing in new ideas and contexts after the conclusion had been reached was not effective structuring and 
these two components should have been reversed to improve the structure.

Common mistakes and guidance for candidates
•  Candidates needed to carefully consider their title questions. The best questions were concise and set up a debate 

between contrasting perspectives. The issue raised by the title question needed global significance and should 
provide enough scope so several implications of the question could be analysed. This would be best achieved by 
identifying a theme (e.g. Economics or Ethics) with which to explore the title question. Candidates needed to keep 
the essay focused on their chosen title question.

•  The essays were assessed against ten different aspects. Many candidates did not address all of these aspects 
in their essays. Common omissions were critical evaluation of source material, comparison of perspectives 
and further research. Candidates should carefully plan their essays to make sure all assessment areas were 
addressed.

•  There was often a tendency for candidates to use too many sources. An ideal essay would use three or four 
sources to support each perspective. Ideally an essay would establish three or four themes with which to consider 
the implications of the question and each theme would be supported by two sources, allowing the opportunity to 
demonstrate strong source understanding and synthesis.

19
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