
Examiners’ Report
June 2017

GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01



2 GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01

Edexcel and BTEC Qualifications

Edexcel and BTEC qualifications come from Pearson, the UK’s largest awarding body. We 
provide a wide range of qualifications including academic, vocational, occupational and 
specific programmes for employers. For further information visit our qualifications websites 
at www.edexcel.com or www.btec.co.uk. 

Alternatively, you can get in touch with us using the details on our contact us page at 
www.edexcel.com/contactus.

Giving you insight to inform next steps 

ResultsPlus is Pearson’s free online service giving instant and detailed analysis of your 
students’ exam results.

• See students’ scores for every exam question.
• Understand how your students’ performance compares with class and national averages.
• Identify potential topics, skills and types of question where students may need to 

develop their learning further.

For more information on ResultsPlus, or to log in, visit www.edexcel.com/resultsplus.  
Your exams officer will be able to set up your ResultsPlus account in minutes via Edexcel Online.

Pearson: helping people progress, everywhere

Pearson aspires to be the world’s leading learning company. Our aim is to help everyone 
progress in their lives through education. We believe in every kind of learning, for all kinds 
of people, wherever they are in the world. We’ve been involved in education for over 150 
years, and by working across 70 countries, in 100 languages, we have built an international 
reputation for our commitment to high standards and raising achievement through 
innovation in education. Find out more about how we can help you and your students at: 
www.pearson.com/uk. 

June 2017

Publications Code 6GP02_01_1706_ER

All the material in this publication is copyright 
© Pearson Education Ltd 2017



3GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01

Introduction
The Summer 2017 examination for 6GP02 was an extremely accessible paper with a great 
deal of breadth and choice for candidates who had worked well and who had prepared 
thoroughly. It provided a very good basis for those who had revised and were prepared to 
do well and reach the higher level thresholds set on the paper. It was extremely pleasing 
for Examiners to see so many well-prepared candidates display a range and breadth 
of knowledge and understanding combined with an increased level of contemporary 
political awareness and a ready willingness to critically analyse the questions set. 
Examiners commentated strongly on a continued improvement in essay performance 
and evidence of better planning for the essay questions. Q1 on the Judiciary increased in 
popularity attracting 34% of the responses, a significant and welcome increase on previous 
examination series where the response rate has been 20%-25%. Q2 on Parliament was 
more popular, attracting 66% of the responses. Q3 on the Cabinet and Prime Minister was 
the most popular extended essay question with a little under 55% of candidates opting for 
it. The least popular essay question was Q4 on Devolution and constitutional change which 
attracted a little over 45% of candidate responses. The time factor again this year did not 
seem to be an issue with relatively few unanswered or partially answered questions.

There were several major areas commented upon by Examiners and these will be developed 
in reference to each question and sub-section as appropriate in the body of the report.

In relation to Question 1(a) and to a lesser extent Question 2(a), with reference to both 
source questions, many candidates introduced a range of reasons from their own 
knowledge which were not mentioned in the sources and for which no credit could be 
given. Candidates often did not quote evidence that was clearly in the sources and it is the 
collective view of a number of Examiners that candidates seem to be looking for problems 
that are simply not there. Centres might continue to take this on board in their preparation 
for and assessment of the source based questions. Candidates should be reminded that the 
source material is always of value to part (b) responses and often to part (c) as was clearly 
evident this year in Q1 and Q2.

Examiners were again a little disappointed in the level of response of some candidates to 
the two part (b) sections in Q1 and Q2. Many candidates tended here to be very ‘source 
reliant’ failing to advance and develop their own knowledge as required by the question. 
Candidates need to be aware that each question requires information from the source and 
their own knowledge. Candidates frequently do not quote information which is clearly in the 
source nor do they develop points from their own knowledge or develop the points made in 
the source as own knowledge and therefore move into level 3. This is a point that has been 
made before but it does bear repetition with many candidates limiting themselves to level 2 
at best.

Examiners commented that the question on the Judiciary, here Q2, has witnessed a 
considerable improvement both in the number of candidates, up from 25% to 34% and 
in the quality of the outcomes. This year it was linked to the extent to which judges 
are scrutinised more carefully, the Human Rights Act’s effect on judicial power and the 
independence and neutrality of judges in relationship to the executive and legislative 
branches. This year it was no longer the province of the few, there were far more very 
good/excellent answers. The general message of the last few years from Examiners is that 
questions on the judiciary and civil liberties have tended to produce a binary outcome, 
the very good and the very poor. Encouragingly this year there were more good/very 
good responses and far fewer weaker ones. Examiners believe that the role and increased 
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importance of the Judiciary and the issues of the protection of rights and liberties are of 
fundamental importance in the UK political system, it is a regular topic which is asked 
each year and it deals with the sorts of issues that should be of relevance and concern to 
candidates. Centres do now seem to be devoting more time to it in the preparation of their 
candidates and the space allowed for it in the schemes of work.

Examiners commented on the continued improvement in the use of relevant examples this 
year and references to the effects of Brexit was noted in questions on the judiciary (Q1), and 
as a constitutional reform that competes with and exceeds others including devolution (Q4). 
It remains a critical area for development for all candidates and all centres as we move into 
the new specification. Higher level responses invariably use more up to date and informed 
examples which clearly lift the overall mark and grade in all questions and this is no more 
apparent than in Q1(a) and (b) and Q2(a) and (b).

Examiners commented that candidates seem to perform better when there is clear evidence 
that essays have been planned. The better responses invariably do commence with a plan 
and Examiners believe that a few minutes thought prior to the essay to marshal ideas 
together is one of the keys to success.
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Question 1
On Q1(a), Examiners commented that most candidates were able to identify 3 valid points 
from the source, as asked. Most were able to pick out from: their work is discussed more by 
politicians, journalists and the general public, the growth in judicial review, the introduction 
of the Human Rights Act (HRA), the increased importance of the EU and the growing power 
of the executive and the publicity surrounding that monitoring. Good answers were able 
to expand on these points further to achieve level 3. For example, candidates using the 
point that politicians and the media are commenting on judges’ rulings made good use of 
the Gina Miller Article 50 Case and/or the Belmarsh Case as illustration. However, some 
candidates scored no marks as they did not refer to the source at all, relying solely on their 
own knowledge. The message should be clear to centres, if candidates ignore the instruction 
in the question altogether, however good your answer (and there were some very good 
ones) you will score no marks. It is vital that candidates read the question as set and use 
information only from the source in part (a) questions. Many candidates limited themselves 
to 3/5 marks by simply copying out or bullet pointing 3 points from the source. Several 
candidates treated the single point about politicians, media and public commenting on 
judicial decisions more as 3 separate points: at best, such responses could score 2/5 marks.

On Q1(b), Examiners commented that many candidates seemed to make hard work of this 
question. The source provided several points about how the HRA has changed the role of 
judges including their role as a law maker, the increased role of judicial review and their 
involvement in new areas such as moral and political issues. Many candidates dutifully 
reiterated some or all of these without adding to them. Many candidates were unable to 
convincingly develop their own knowledge, thus restricting their AO1 marks and, in turn, 
making it more difficult to generate AO2 marks. Such responses remained firmly in level 2 
at best. To achieve level 3 there must be references to both the source and own knowledge. 
Centres are also strongly advised to teach the HRA in detail, emphasising that the ECHR 
(which is incorporated in to UK law) is not connected to EU law or the ECJ – sadly still a 
very common error. Good responses were able to go beyond the source, illustrating their 
answer by reference to appropriate cases. Surprisingly perhaps, few candidates made the 
connection between judges’ ruling on moral and political issues with the right to privacy, 
rights of asylum seekers and the right to protest. Some candidates wrongly asserted that 
Gina Miller brought her case under the HRA which could not be credited.

On Q1(c), Examiners commented warmly on the fact that the judiciary question has 
increased in popularity significantly this year. The overall quality of the responses was also 
impressive with fewer candidates seeming to choose it as a question of last resort. This 
is a pleasing development as we head towards the new specification. There were a small 
number of excellent answers which benefitted from the use of contemporary knowledge 
and who clearly understood the relationship between the Judiciary and the other two 
branches of government. Most candidates understood the difference between neutrality 
and independence and were able to offer good accounts of how both are maintained in the 
UK. Lower level responses were often little more than lists of how judicial independence 
and neutrality are maintained. Stronger answers assessed the impact of recent changes 
such as the 2005 Constitutional Reform Act and realised, that despite the separation of 
powers, the government can still influence judicial appointments, sentencing and funding. 
A few candidates referred to the slowness of Liz Truss to support the Supreme Court 
judges against the press furore that greeted the Article 50 ruling as evidence of how the 
judiciary are still vulnerable to media and political interference and a few made similar use 
of David Cameron’s demand for stiff sentences for convicted rioters in 2011 or his breach 
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of sub-judice rules by publicly defending Nigella Lawson. Such answers were almost always 
well rewarded, particularly those that showed that judges have been subjected to attacks 
from both Labour and Conservative politicians and media. As expected the Griffith Thesis 
was used to discuss how far judges are neutral. Few candidates got beyond the ‘male, 
pale and stale’ biased judges idea which, though valid, needed further development by 
considering the impact of training given by the JSB, the importance of judicial precedent 
etc. Similarly, candidates were often confused about the Kilmuir Rules, but those who 
understood the effect of their effective suspension were able to score highly. Once again 
it needs to be stressed that to score well in questions on the judiciary, candidates need to 
understand the role of the judiciary, examples of conflict with politicians and the media, 
the impact of recent reforms and above all the need to provide balance. For example, while 
many candidates were aware that judges have been criticised by politicians and the media, 
few showed that this is only in a small minority of cases.

This response fails to move in parts (a) and (b) from the source to show how the candidate 
has knowledge and understanding in any depth.
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a) This is heavily reliant on simply lifting 
the source to the answer booklet – and 
thus it gains 2 marks only.

b) Once again, this section (b) is a huge 
lift of the source and the candidate 
fails to develop their own knowledge 
and understanding. A02 is at the 
lowest level.

c) In contrast to a lacklustre 
performance in (a) and (b) the 
candidate here raises their game and 
does address the question – enough 
detail and depth to reach level 3.

Examiner Comments

Simply repeating the source will gain 
some marks – but it is far better to 
develop it and show that the content is 
fully understood.

Examiner Tip
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This response presents a more even performance – scoring well in all sections.
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This script does use the source but 
then enhances and develops it in 
a manner which indicates a sound 
understanding of content.

Examiner Comments This is up to date with reference to the 
recent Gina Miller case – but a point 
worth noting is that when candidates 
introduce cases this invariably helps them 
scaffold a good answer with insight.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2
On Q2(a), most candidates could identify three basic points from the source, typically 
three of decline in power of parties, growing independence of select committees, a more 
dynamic House of Lords with the Conservative majority removed and the improved position 
of backbenchers. However, once again, very many candidates failed to go on and develop 
this source material to its full extent and remained at 3/5 marks. Stronger candidates 
could achieve a maximum by developing their awareness and/or giving examples of Select 
Committees/Backbench Business Committee/House of Lords activity and so on. It seemed 
that many candidates missed out on relatively easy marks by not converting the source 
material. In contrast, some weaker candidates largely ignored the source altogether and 
tried to introduce unnecessary own knowledge usually for zero reward. Centres should 
perhaps stress that there are accessible marks available for parts (a) and (b) in the source 
material.

On Q2(b), Examiners found the responses to this question a little disappointing. Candidates 
did not find the material that was available in the source quite as obvious as in Q1 or in 
recent series, for example how ‘handling strategies’ and ‘dissent amongst government 
backbenchers’ impacted on the role of the Lords. Nevertheless, stronger candidates 
generally blended own knowledge along with source information quite effectively to get 
into L3 standard. Most answers seemed to get into at least level 2, combining a limited 
understanding from source and own knowledge, or merely from own knowledge. Weaker 
answers were usually thinly developed and either quoted too much from source or largely 
ignored the source, as well as indicating poorly developed and vague/generalised personal 
knowledge of the role of the Lords. Weaker responses also failed to deal with the issue of 
significance and therefore restricted the marks available for AO2.

The stronger answers were more specific and developed in terms of providing at least 3 
clearly explained points relating to the significance of the Lords as was required, and usually 
brought in valid source extracts/references that were explained, as well as wider legislative 
knowledge such as the Salisbury Convention, Parliament Acts 1911 and 1949, 1999 House of 
Lords reforms, and various policy examples where the Lords have been influential, e.g. tax 
credits vote in 2015. Such answers also picked up on the issue of balance and often brought 
in arguments both for and against whether the Lords has become more significant (or not).

On Q2(c), Examiners commented that generally candidates responded well to this question. 
They had been well prepared and their levels of knowledge and use of current examples 
was very pleasing. Most candidates understood what the question was asking, although the 
range, depth and quality of suggested reforms did significantly vary. There was a general 
understanding that there is a solid case to be made that Parliament does require further 
reform, as well as an awareness that various reforms have taken place over recent years. 
Key areas for potential ongoing reform were consistently highlighted; namely House of 
Lords, House of Commons, the representation of MPs and the electoral system, Select 
Committees and the influence of backbenchers vs. the party whips. Such reform was 
developed and explained in varying detail. Less able candidates often mentioned many such 
points briefly, but did not analyse or explain them in sufficient terms. Common weaknesses 
in approach here included candidates concentrating on past reforms rather than addressing 
the debate about the need for future reform, a one-sided approach typically outlining the 
need for future reform but failing to provide the counter arguments. Some answers were 
too narrow and examined House of Lords reform and/or Electoral reform only.
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However, the depth of knowledge and analysis was as ever the key to defining the overall 
quality. Strong candidates went into such reforms in more significant detail and developed 
analytical comment, and were often able to offer balanced argument as to whether the 
reforms were required or not. Stronger answers also sought to offer a balanced debate as 
to the desirability of reform, and many candidates highlighted good arguments relating to 
specific reforms, e.g. House of Lords (being seen as incomplete/unfinished business) against 
the counter-argument that further reforms potentially make it a mirror of the Commons 
(leading to gridlock). Other higher-level candidates also displayed an impressive knowledge 
of recent reforms such as the Wright Committee proposals, Fixed Term Parliaments, the 
Backbench Business Committee and the general modernisation of Parliament that has 
occurred since the late 1990s. Some responses validly argued that reform has gone far 
enough and no more is required, and on this basis, there was a variation of ways in which 
the question could be answered to a good standard.

The points stressed in the report, about developing the source and being confident in 
showing knowledge and understanding are absent here in parts (a) and (b) and denies full 
marks.
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The (c) section of this response moves 
about and lacks a clear plan. This 
invariably results in a lack of coherent 
thought and ideas running through 
the response making mark collection 
difficult to maximise.

Examiner Tip

This is a mid level 2 response, it fails 
to capitalise on the source and to fully 
convert the material in to marks.

Examiner Comments
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This response shows how candidates can score marks unevenly across a question.
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Question (a) gains full marks but then the 
answer in (b) plummets down the scale. 
However, we have recovery in section (c) 
which is a clear improvement and is level 3 
to the one above.

Examiner Comments

As with all areas, politics changes and 
candidates have a three-fold task – firstly to 
know and understand recent changes (here it is 
Parliament), secondly to have an opinion on the 
merit or otherwise of these changes and thirdly 
to speculate as to what form further possible 
reform could take.

Examiner Tip
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Question 3
On Q3, Examiners commented that this was an extremely popular and generally well 
answered question. Centres clearly prepared their candidates very well for this topic and 
the levels of organisation, understanding and use of relevant contemporary examples were 
often impressive.

Candidates adopted several approaches to answering this question, all of which, if done 
well, could be rewarded handsomely. The most popular approach was to discuss how far 
cabinet can restrict the Prime Minister (PM) before moving on to consider other potential 
constraints on a PM’s power. To be able to score well on AO2 and AO3, candidates adopting 
such an approach needed to keep the question in mind and show whether, for example, 
parliament, the media and events were greater or lesser constraints on the PM than cabinet. 
Quite a lot of candidates had breadth and even depth of knowledge, but did not reach level 
3 for AO2 or AO3 as they did not relate this knowledge to assessing the importance of this 
factor in the question.

Some candidates tried to turn the question in to ‘how presidential/powerful is the Prime 
Minister?’ While the point about the development of what Foley has called the ‘British 
presidency’ was certainly appropriate, it needed to be made relevant. Very good responses 
showed how cabinet has been marginalised, at least at times, by the increasingly powerful 
Downing Street Machine or by PM's like Thatcher and Blair exercising spatial leadership, 
but were also able to show that a slim parliamentary majority, a divided governing party 
or an unfavourable political climate can undermine a PM’s authority and embolden the 
cabinet against him/her. Particularly good answers showed awareness of the interplay of 
these factors and/or whether changes such as the growth in influence of SPADs have been 
permanent. There were some good references to George Jones’s ‘elastic band theory’ of 
prime ministerial power and to Foley. The best answers often referred to specific PM's 
to illustrate how the cabinet had been tamed then reckoned with (Thatcher); filled with 
enemies (Major); bypassed completely (Blair); a symbol of disunity (Brown). Stronger 
answers also commented on how the composition of the cabinet under the 2010 coalition 
agreement had been strengthened and how Cameron could simply not ignore it.

Most candidates, including those who produced stronger answers, organised their essays 
into three parts: the Cabinet as a limitation; the evaluation of those limitations/strength of 
a PM versus the Cabinet; other limitations. However, in weaker answers, the essay moved 
from one topic to the next, with the Cabinet popping up at regular intervals. Whilst this was 
presumably meant to demonstrate balance, this approach gave the impression of several 
loosely connected paragraphs which had not been planned out, thus undermining a real 
sense of argument. Some weaker answers read as historical narratives of the premiership 
from Thatcher to May without ever really confronting the issue of how far cabinet 
constrained each. Such responses could not score much higher than low level 2.

It is pleasing to see that many candidates have clearly been trained to write coherent 
answers that do focus on the question and it was actually very rare to see essays that were 
not written in clear paragraphs or without at least some attempt at structure.
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This response is quite brief and lacks a depth of knowledge and understanding.



36 GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01



37GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01

This response fails to connect fully with 
the question, it appears more like a 
series of statements than a coherent 
and fluent response.

Examiner Comments Examples are vital both for AO1 and AO2. In 
this response, they have been poorly employed. 
We get PM's mentioned at the end of the first 
page then PM's in office versus their Cabinets or 
other limitations are ignored.

Examiner Tip
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This presents a much stronger approach to the essay and easily attains level 3.
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Coherence and quality in essays serve 
to deliver more marks than simply 
quantity. 

Examiner Tip

Note how the response considers a 
wide range of factors and crucially is 
studded with examples and reflections.

Examiner Comments
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Question 4
Q4 was a pleasingly popular essay question that was generally answered well despite the 
unusual focus on devolution in the question. As ever it was answered to varying degrees 
of depth and quality, with the basic requirement being an ability to assess the significance 
of devolution and to then compare it to other constitutional reforms of recent times. Most 
candidates could offer basic coverage in terms of explaining what devolution is as a political 
concept and how it has impacted on the UK since the late 1990s, but the depth of this aspect 
varied considerably, and weaker candidates tended to cover/explain this central reform of 
the question rather thinly. 

The weaker answers offered an outline summary of devolution covering the basics of what 
it was and how it had been applied. Some of these answers either covered only devolution 
and made no comparison to other reforms, or covered a series of reforms in equal brevity. 
Stronger answers developed a more analytical style, highlighting various features of each 
reform and how significant they were for the UK’s constitutional structure and model. The 
top-level answers looked at not only the key features of reforms, but also often the positives 
and negatives of the devolution policy, in particular, providing some concrete comment/
evidence of how effectively devolution has worked over recent years in relation to the 
powers of central government and to the concept of sovereignty. As a political concept, 
sovereignty was mentioned quite regularly and to varying degrees of effectiveness. Some 
stronger answers also cited the example of Northern Ireland quite well as an example (to be 
credited), where devolved powers have been withdrawn and how this impacted on broader 
sovereignty in the UK. This specific further regional case study, while not mentioned in the 
question, was introduced by better answers alongside other devolved areas like the GLA 
to broaden the debate. Very strong answers often made reference to the West Lothian 
question and EVEL.

What distinguished the very strong from the good responses was the depth to which 
devolution was considered in the first place, and then the range of comparison with other 
constitutional reforms of recent years. Some reasonable ‘middling’ answers looked at 
devolution and its significance quite thinly, while also offering a broad spread of other 
recent constitutional reforms as part of a comparative framework in which to answer the 
question. These were usually worthy of a solid L2/L3 standard, but very top answers had 
more depth and detail on devolution (as the mark scheme required), before then moving 
on to a range of other comparative reforms in less depth (due to both time constraints and 
emphasis requirements). Such valid/common other reforms included the Human Rights Act, 
reform of the House of Lords, the Freedom of Information Act, the Fixed Term Parliaments 
Act and electoral reform. Some otherwise solid answers got the balance of comparison and 
analysis a bit wrong, spending too little time on devolution and too much time on some of 
the other reforms, and for that they could not get as high marks for A01.
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This essay covers the correct terrain but fails to develop and articulate a clear view on the 
relevance of each item when compared to Scottish and Welsh devolution to reach a level 3 
mark.



46 GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01



47GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01



48 GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01



49GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01



50 GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01

This gains a level 2 reward and with 
only a little more effort it could have 
entered the top level.

Examiner Comments

There are no 'stock answers' to most 
essay questions and they will draw 
across a wide spectrum of the relevant 
specification – hence reading and 
re-reading the question is important.

Examiner Tip
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In contrast to the previous essay this does merit a level 3 reward.
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Each different change to the UK’s 
constitution is considered and the 
remit and scope of the question 
remains a focus throughout.

Examiner Comments

The key hallmarks to a good essay is 
that the focus of the essay remains 
in constant sight throughout the 
response, there is no deviation or 
transgression from the essay title and 
the issues raised. The question is easily 
gleaned from the response.

Examiner Tip
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Paper Summary
Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following advice:

• On part (a) questions there is no avenue for credit of material which is not present in the 
source – it must be source linked to gain credit.

• On part (b) questions note that to reach level 3 there has to be elements from both the 
source and own knowledge.

• On part (c) questions candidates appeared more assured and comfortable in handling 
and presenting opposing sides of a political argument – and this is central to gaining 
AO2 marks.

• The critical importance for L3 responses is the need to use contemporary and informed 
examples. This applies equally to Q1 and Q2 (a) and (b) and to the essays. The situation 
has improved but this was a crucially limiting factor in all questions.

• The need for a balanced answer when a question requires an assessment to be made 
‘Discuss, ‘To what extent?’ ‘How far?’ and so on.

• The need to read questions carefully and to answer the question as set and not 
necessarily something that has been pre-prepared.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this 
link:

http://www.edexcel.com/iwantto/Pages/grade-boundaries.aspx



59GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01



Pearson Education Limited. Registered company number 872828  
with its registered office at 80 Strand, London WC2R 0RL.




