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Section A 
 
1 (a) Explain why some people want GE foods to be labelled. [5] 
 
  Use levels of response mark scheme for each part. 
 
  Level 0 No creditworthy material. 
 
  Level 1 (1–2 marks) Basic Response. 
  Re-use of stimulus material with little or no adaptation or explanation / the explanation is 

implied but not clarified. 
 
  Level 2 (3–4 marks) Reasonable Response. 
  A (partial) explanation which makes use of examples and arguments from the source 

documents (or less relevant examples). 
 
  Level 3 (5 marks) Strong Response. 
  A thorough, convincing explanation which makes strong use of examples and arguments 

from the source documents and may introduce relevant new examples or arguments. 
 
 
 (b) Explain why some people do not want GE foods to be labelled. [5] 
 
  Use levels of response mark scheme for each part. 
 
  Level 0 No creditworthy material. 
 
  Level 1 (1–2 marks) Basic Response. 
  Re-use of stimulus material with little or no adaptation or explanation / the explanation is 

implied but not clarified. 
 
  Level 2 (3–4 marks) Reasonable Response. 
  A (partial) explanation which makes use of examples and arguments from the source 

documents (or less relevant examples). 
 
  Level 3 (5 marks) Strong Response. 
  A thorough, convincing explanation which makes strong use of examples and arguments 

from the source documents and may introduce relevant new examples or arguments. 
 
  Sample answers 
 
  Reasonable answer 
  Razi and Donna would like GE foods to be labelled because they don’t know how their food 

has been changed or what the consequences are of genetically changing food. They feel 
they should know what they are eating in case it may be harmful to their children.  Donna 
can’t afford organic food that she knows is pure so she must buy cheap food that may 
possibly harm her kids because of the engineering. 

 
  Strong answer 
  Labelling would provide useful information for consumers so they can make informed 

decisions about what foods to buy.  As the effects of GE on food is not totally understood, 
consumers are concerned at the use of possibly harmful viruses and the possibility of cancer 
and wish to avoid GE foods until more information is available.  The large percentage of GE 
foods (70%) in Canada worries some people, who want to know which foods to avoid but still 
buy healthy, cheap food for their families. 
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2 You need to make a decision about whether GE foods should be labelled in your country.  
What information will help you to make this decision? 

 
 What I need to know  [2] 
 
 One mark for information that is either vague or relevance only implied. 
 Two marks for precise information that is definitely relevant. 
 [2 × 2 marks] 
 
 How it will help me to decide whether GE foods should be labelled  [3] 
 
 1 mark – basic statement of relevance (or which hints at relevance). 
 2 marks – explanation of how this information would help make a decision. 
 3 marks – considered explanation of how this information might be helpful, which considers ‘what 

if’ scenarios (if this, then that …). 
 [2 × 3 marks] 
 
 Sample Answers 
 
 Basic answer 
 The facts that an authority who lives in a country where GE foods had been labelled 
 I would see who the was the impact of that decision on society in a similar case. 
 
 Reasonable answer 
 I need to know the consequences of GE food. 
 If scientists did enough tests, I will know exactly what happens to the consumers of the food 

afterwards.  I would for example, know if the viruses used to transfer the new gene will or will not 
make me sick or unhealthy.  I could then be fully informed when I make my decision. 

 
 Strong answer 
 The cost of labelling all GE foods. 
 If labels can often be integrated into the packaging and printing, separate labels will not be 

needed and the cost of labels will be low, which will make me likely to support labelling.  
However, if most GE foods require separate labels and they are expensive, I will probably not 
support labelling. 

 
 
3 (a) Find and write down one fact, one opinion and one value judgement from Donna’s 

argument.  [3] 
 
  Fact  [1] 
  About 70% of processed food in the stores in Canada contains GE foods. 
  I don’t know if they are healthy or not  
  I need cheap, healthy food to feed my family. 
  Otherwise I won’t know what I am feeding my children. 
  Any one.  
 
  Opinion   [1] 
  I believe I should avoid them until scientists do more tests. 
  I think GE foods should be labelled. 
  Any one. 
 
  Value judgement   [1] 
  It is wrong to keep us in ignorance of something that might harm our children. 
  One mark. 
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 (b) Xavier says, ‘Labelling all GE foods would be expensive.  Food companies might not 
have enough money, so they might have to make workers unemployed.’  Do you think 
making workers unemployed is a likely consequence of labelling GE foods?  [6] 

 
  Level 0: no creditworthy material. 
 
  Level 1: (1–2 marks) Basic Response. 
  Candidate restates material from the stimulus passage. 
 
  Level 2: (3–4 marks) Reasonable Response. 
  A fair response which gives a clear statement of opinion supported by an attempt at 

reasoning based on the likelihood of the consequence following from labelling GE foods. 
 
  Level 3: (5–6 marks) Strong Response. 
  A structured response which gives clear and persuasive reasons based on the likelihood of 

the consequence following from labelling GE foods and includes some awareness of 
ambiguity / the balance of probability / what if reasoning. 

 
  Sample answers 
 
  Reasonable answer 
  No because I think that is a fact that food labelling is expensive and that some food 

companies might not have enough money, but you will need more workers to label the food, 
that work doesn’t label foods by itself. 

 
  Strong answer 
  I do think this will a likely consequence as we are already in a economic crisis and 

companies are already cutting down on workers so if they have to label GE food as well, it 
will cost them more meaning they will have to cut down on workers.  Though I don’t think this 
will be their first action as they are first likely to raise the price of the food and then only they 
will start cutting down on workers, so it might not be a likely consequence if people buy the 
foods even at a raised price. 
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 (c) To what extent does it matter if some people do not have freedom of choice about 
what they eat?  Give reasons for your opinion.  [6] 

 
  Level 1: (1–2 marks) Basic Response. 
  A simple statement of opinion / value judgement OR simple reasons which imply the 

candidate’s opinion / value judgement. 
 
  Level 2: (3–4 marks) Reasonable Response. 
  A statement of opinion which makes a value judgement supported by an attempt at 

reasoning which may attempt to deal with (ends, means and) values. 
 
  Level 3: (5–6 marks) Strong Response. 
  A structured response which gives clear and persuasive reasons which considers / balances 

ends, means and values / has some awareness of ambiguity. 
 
  Sample answers 
 
  Reasonable answer 
  I think that it matters a lot and it might be the strongest argument.  There are some people 

that can’t afford organic food so they might have to buy GE foods, without knowing how 
harmful it could be to themselves. 

 
  Strong answer 
  It matters to a great extent because what we eat is a big factor in our daily lives, affecting us 

in many ways because food directly affects our bodies.  In a liberal, global world, citizens 
should have the right to choose what the y wish to eat.  If people do not wish to eat certain 
types of food, e.g. vegetarians, we should allow them to make their own choices on how to 
live. 
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4 Do you think that GE foods should be labelled in every country?  Write a letter to the 
newspaper expressing your view.   [15] 

 

 You should: 

• give reasons for your opinion 

• show that you have considered different points of view 

• explain why you disagreed with some of these points of view 
 

 Mark according to levels of response. 
 

 Level 0: no creditworthy material. 
 

 Level 1: (1–5 marks) Basic Response. 
 May be undeveloped and / or inconclusive.  Tends to use statement and exaggeration rather than 

reasoning, and there is very little support for a conclusion / opinion if given.   Mentions alternative 
perspectives only vaguely or in a confused way.  May simply repeat much of the stimulus material 
without adaptation.  

 

 Level 2: (6–10 marks) Reasonable Response. 
 Provides reasoning which gives some logical support to the clearly stated conclusion / opinion.  

There may be some exaggeration occasionally.  Attempts to consider alternative opinions 
(although these may not be fully relevant) and explain why the candidate did not accept them 
(although this may be a simple disagreement or only a partial answer). 

 

 Level 3: (11–15 marks) Strong Response. 
 Clear and structured.  Provides reasoning which gives strong logical support to the candidate’s 

conclusion / opinion.  Considers relevant alternative points of view and explains why the 
candidate did not accept them in a way which really answers the points raised. 

 

 Sample part answers 
 

 Note that each of these samples is a part answer which indicates the level of performance, not a 
full answer. 

 
 Basic answer 
 … as you see, having to re-label GE foods would cripple food supply industries, forcing workers 

out of their jobs… however, I disagree with some of the points made by pro-label activists.  Why 
would the stores sell dangerous food?  (exaggerated and rhetorical rather than reasoned, 
demonstrates some lack of understanding of the resource material). 

 

 Reasonable answer 
 I do think GE food should be labelled as it  has been proved to be something that can endanger 

the health and safety of the consumers and keeping them uninformed can only go under the 
name of neglect… still some people think that food should not be labelled as people might not 
buy them any more and cause unemployment, but is it worse if this food ends people’s lives? 

 

 Strong answer 
 I do not believe GE foods need to be labelled in every country.  Many countries around the world 

simply do not have the money to afford GE labelling and the only way they can feed everyone is 
with GE food.  I do, however, believe that in countries which can comfortably afford it, GE food 
should be labelled.  Until scientists can decisively say whether GE foods pose a health risk or not, 
people should be informed as to what they are eating.  Some people claim that these labels are 
unnecessary as people who do not want to eat GE food can eat organic food instead.  However, 
other people who do not want to eat GE but can’t afford organic food are left without a choice.  
This is why I think not all countries should label their GE food, but the countries that can easily 
afford it should. 
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Section B 
 
5 Read Source 2 again. 
 
 (a) Give one way in which international law can make the world fairer.  [1] 
 
  International laws encourage economic and social development as well as peace / That 

means, amongst other things, that they try to make sure that every country respects its 
citizens’ human rights.   

 
  Any one of these or a reasonable paraphrase of the whole idea.  One mark. 
 
 
 (b) Give one way in which international law can make the world safer.  [1] 
 
  They (treaties / international laws) provide rules about how countries should act when they 

disagree / These rules try to encourage peaceful settlements of disagreements. / They also 
say that it is illegal to go to war without a good cause. 

 
  Any one of these or a reasonable paraphrase.  One mark. 
 
 
 (c) Give one example of a problem that international law can regulate better than national 

laws and explain in your own words why international law is better for this issue. 
 
  Example   [1] 
  Protecting the environment. 
  Regulating migrant labour. 
  Opposing drug trafficking. 
  Combating terrorism. 
  Any one.  One mark. 
 
  Explanation   [3] 
  One mark for some explanation. 
  Two marks for a reasonable explanation. 
  Three marks for a strong explanation. 
 
  Sample answers. 
 
  Reasonable answer 
  Protecting environment: It is a global issue that we take solve environmental problems as it 

affects all around the world, so international laws allow us to take some steps to solve 
issues. 

 
  Strong answer 
  The climate change problem in which greenhouse gases are leading to an increase of global 

temperatures.  As it affects the whole earth, countries must all work together with treaties to 
minimise carbon dioxide emission and pollution.  One country cannot stop the problem by 
itself.  Treaties help governments adhere to promises and global goals. 
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 (d) Which is the most important human right in your opinion?  Briefly justify your answer. 
 
  Most important human right   [1] 
  Any right from source 1. 
 
  Why I think this  [3] 
  One mark for some explanation. 
  Two marks for a reasonable explanation. 
  Three marks for a strong explanation. 
 
 
6 Country A is at war with Country B.  You work for the United Nations.  You have to decide 

whether the UN should send peace keeping troops to help defend Country B.  What 
information will help you make your decision?  [10] 

 
 Use levels of response mark scheme. 
 
 0 marks – no creditworthy material. 
 
 1–4 marks: Basic Response. 
 Answer which might suggest (vaguely or obliquely) what information would be useful with a 

simple or implied explanation of relevance (or an explanation which is not focussed on the 
decision about whether the UN should send peace keeping troops to the region). 

 
 5–7 marks: Reasonable Response. 
 Answer which suggests what information would be useful and explains how it might help the 

candidate make a decision about whether or not the UN should send peacekeeping troops to the 
region. 

 
 8–10 marks: Strong Response. 
 Considered answer which suggests what information would be useful and gives a focussed 

explanation of how it might help the candidate make a decision about whether or not the UN 
should send peacekeeping troops to the region, considering ‘what if’ scenarios. 

 
 Note: what if scenarios are not sufficient to gain entry into Strong Response. 
 
 Sample part answers 
 
 Note that the following are part answers to indicate level of response, not complete answers. 
 
 Basic answer 
 Firsts of all I need to know the causes of the war and the motivations of each of the countries 

involved in the conflict, this is extremely important as it’s the only way to see which country has 
better reasons to going to war. 

 (This was the complete answer, with no mention at all of how this will help make a decision about 
whether to send troops) 

 
 Reasonable answer 
 If country B is having a harder time, meaning there is more destruction and death in that country, 

then peacekeeping troops should be sent in to help end the war.  If the troops do not go, the war 
may end but by possibly wiping out all of country B.  if the troops go in they could drive country A 
back to their country and leave them there… 
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 Strong answer 
 Is country A at war with a good cause?  If they are then it is perfectly legal for them to be at war 

and we need not intervene.  However, if they are at war without good cause, then they are 
breaking international law and peacekeeping troops should be sent … if there is a chance of a 
peaceful resolution then we should intervene because that is what the UN stands for. 

 
 Outstanding answer 
 I need to know why the countries are fighting so I can decide which side is more correct and 

which is wrong.  I will probably help Country B if they have been invaded by country A with no 
justification, but if it was a common disagreement I would be hesitant to quickly take a side.  I 
need to know the current situation of the war.  If it is relatively peaceful and the ‘war’ is between 
small groups, I would probably take alternate courses of action such as helping the governments.  
If violence and genocide in country B were widespread, I would send troops to help … 

 
 
7 How convincing is Jonathan Akabusi’s argument against international law in Source 3? 
    [15] 
 In your answer you should: 

• consider the claims he makes; 

• consider the values he holds; 

• consider possible consequences; 

• use examples of words and phrases from his letter to support your point of view. 
 
 Mark according to levels of response. 
 
 Level 0: no creditworthy material. 
 
 Level 1: (1–5 marks) Basic Response. 
 EITHER simple opinion followed by paraphrase of or (dis)agreement with the text OR comments 

which hint at an evaluative point OR stock, pre-learned phrases which are not well applied to 
these particular arguments. 

 
 Level 2: (6–10 marks) Reasonable Response. 
 EITHER justified agreement or disagreement with the argument OR some evaluative comment 

relating to the quality of this particular argument which might offer some support to a conclusion 
about how convincing Akabusi’s reasoning is. 

 
 Level 3: (11–15 marks) Strong Response. 
 A structured response which uses evaluation of the quality of this particular argument to support 

a conclusion about how convincing it is. 
 
 Sample part answers. 
 Note that the following are part answers to indicate level, not complete answers. 
 
 Basic answer 
 Jonathan Akabusi’s argument is convincing in a way for me.  He presents three reasons why 

there shouldn’t be international laws: the first because may states don’t agree with the law and 
they can’t do nothing … the international laws had been successful in different issues there are 
but they should consider more a lit bit of more freedom to every country’s opinion.  Maybe in the 
future it would create countries that think different from them a war to the UN would be created … 
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 Reasonable answer 
 Dear Jonathan, your claims are fairly interesting as you state that internacial law shouldn’t exist.  

The thing is that internacional laws do helps us ensure world peace and avoid conflicts numerous 
times those avoiding the killing and bloodshed of innocent people.  Besides, if there would not be 
internacional law more countries that start war or commit crimes against its own people would get 
away with it. 

 
 Strong answer 
 Jonathan Akabusi makes some valid statements but ultimately they do not make his argument 

very convincing … also, it may be possible that ‘individual nations have to give up power and 
freedom’ but it is not the most likely consequence of international laws.  As their goal is to 
promote unity it is unlikely that any international law will force countries to give up completely 
their own freedoms also, his claim that countries ‘should have total power’ isn’t convincing 
because total power can often lead to terrible consequences … for example Hitler had ‘total 
power to make laws’ but without international law and intervention, it led to many deaths and 
WWII … 

 
 
8 Should all countries be made to include human rights in their national laws? [15] 
 
 In your answer you should: 

• give reasons for your opinion; 

• show that you have considered different points of view; 

• explain why you disagreed with some of these points of view. 
 
 Mark according to levels of response. 
 
 Level 0: no creditworthy material. 
 
 Level 1: (1–5 marks) Basic Response. 
 May be undeveloped and / or inconclusive.  Tends to use statement and exaggeration rather than 

reasoning, and there is very little support for a conclusion / opinion if given.   Mentions alternative 
perspectives only vaguely or in a confused way.  May simply repeat much of the stimulus material 
without adaptation.  

 
 Level 2: (6–10 marks)  Reasonable Response. 
 Provides reasoning which gives some logical support to the clearly stated conclusion / opinion.  

There may be some exaggeration occasionally.  Attempts to consider alternative opinions 
(although these may not be fully relevant) and explain why the candidate did not accept them 
(although this may be a simple disagreement or only a partial answer). 

 
 Level 3: (11–15 marks) Strong Response. 
 Clear and structured.  Provides reasoning which gives strong logical support to the candidate’s 

conclusion / opinion.  Considers relevant alternative points of view and explains why the 
candidate did not accept them in a way which really answers the points raised. 

 
 Sample part answers 
 
 Note that answers below are part answers to indicate level of performance, not complete 

answers. 
 
 Basic answer 
 Yes the should, it’s every country’s duty to give their citizens the best possible life quality of them 

all, it’s primordial that everybody is equal in the eyes of the law as it’s important to have the right 
of fee speech and even have a name … 
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 Reasonable answer 
 Yes I think all countries should include human rights in their national laws because I think that the 

international human rights are really basic right and really important too, this rights were made 
thinking in all the different life senarios. And for me are really fair.  It’s true that nations have to 
give up power and freedom if they accept them, but it is for a good reason, sometimes some 
people aren’t treated fairly, we must know that international rights were given for making this 
world safer and fairer. 

 
 Strong answer 
 Human rights are very important nowadays since there are wars going on and since there are 

eyes everywhere watching what happens to each person.  The human rights protect each and 
every individual ... I understand some people may think that accepting international human rights 
might give the UN too much control over their lives … but it would also protect them individually 
… In conclusion I believe human rights are very important to mankind nowadays but I don’t 
believe any country should be forced into it.  It has to be a democratic decision. 

 
 Outstanding answer 
 All countries should include human rights in their national laws as they provide freedom for 

citizens and cam make quality of life improve and increase thought and opinion.  Many human 
rights are already implemented in most powerful countries, such as the right to education and 
work, which are available in superpowers like the USA, UK and even China.  They are generally 
well supported as they help countries prosper.  However, some may disagree with freedom of 
thought, of expression and opinion, because they may possibly lead to unwanted protests and 
lowered support for governments.  For example, China does not allow these human rights as it 
interferes and hinders the goals of the communist regime.  I disagree with their stance because it 
restricts the amount of experiences people can live through and restricts the thinking critically of 
issues ... Some people may disagree with the right to marry freely because they wish and force 
their children to marry wealthy partners … this becomes a moral issue of how much freedom 
people should be entitled to but I disagree with forcing people to marry because arranged 
marriages often lead to divorce and anger and do not take a person’s individual wishes into 
consideration … If we did not have human rights dictatorships would introduce radical, extreme 
ideas … and horrible acts of cruelty and torture would continue, thus the need for human rights 
as a part of a nation’s constitution and laws. 
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