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The May/June 2014 examination series for Cambridge International Examinations (CIE) Biology represents a 

critical benchmark in the assessment of biological sciences at the secondary and pre-university levels. Specifically, 

Paper 2across the IGCSE (0610), AS Level (9700), and Pre-U (9790) frameworks serves as a rigorous evaluation

of a candidate's ability to synthesize theoretical knowledge with analytical application. This article provides a high-

level technical breakdown of the 2014 series, focusing on core biological concepts, marking methodologies, and

the structural nuances of the examination papers.

The Architectural Framework of Biology Paper 2

In the Cambridge assessment hierarchy, Paper 2 is typically designated as the "Structured Questions" or "Theory" 

component. While the specific requirements vary by level, the underlying objective remains consistent: to move 

beyond rote memorization and assess the cognitive domainsof application, analysis, and evaluation. For the May/

June 2014 series, this involved a sophisticated array of questions ranging from cellular ultrastructure to complex

genetic inheritance patterns.

Comparative Examination Structures (2014 Series)

To understand the scope of these examinations, it is essential to compare the parameters of the different

qualifications offered during this period. The following table delineates the structural differences between the

IGCSE, AS Level, and Pre-U variants of Paper 2.



Qualification Level Paper Code Duration Raw Marks Focus Area

IGCSE (0610/0970) 0610/21, 22 45 Minutes 40 Core/Extended 
Syllabus concepts 
with emphasis on 
fundamental 
biological processes.

AS Level (9700) 9700/21, 22 1 Hour 15 Mins 60 Structured questions 
requiring in-depth 
knowledge of cellular 
biology and 
physiology.

Cambridge Pre-U 
(9790)

9790/02 2 Hours 15 Mins 120 Long-form answers 
and extensive 
analysis of 
experimental data 
and theoretical 
models.

Technical Breakdown of Core Biological Concepts: Co-dominance

A recurring theme in the May/June 2014 series, particularly within the IGCSE and AS Level components, was the 

mechanism of non-Mendelian inheritance, with a specific focus on co-dominance. In the 0610/21 paper,

candidates were explicitly required to define and explain this term within the context of phenotypic expression.

Mechanics of Co-dominant Inheritance

Co-dominance occurs when both alleles in a heterozygous organism contribute equally to the phenotype. Unlike 

incomplete dominance, where the phenotype is a "blend" of the parents, co-dominance results in the simultaneous 

expression of both alleles. A classic example examined in biological curricula is the MN blood group systemin

humans or certain coat colors in cattle.

The mathematical representation of co-dominant ratios in a monohybrid cross typically follows a 1:2:1 pattern. For 

instance, if two individuals with the genotype C<sup>R</sup>C<sup>W</sup>(where R represents red and W

represents white) are crossed, the offspring distribution is as follows:

•  25% CRCR: Red Phenotype

•  50% CRCW: Red and White Spotted/Variegated Phenotype

•  25% CWCW: White Phenotype

From a molecular perspective, co-dominance implies that both alleles produce functional gene products (proteins

or enzymes). In the context of the 2014 exam, students were tested on their ability to distinguish these mechanisms

from simple dominance-recessive relationships.

Mark Scheme Mechanics and Assessment Criteria

The 2014 mark schemes (MS) for papers such as 9700/21 and 9700/22 provide profound insight into the 

expectations of examiners. A mark scheme is not merely a list of answers but a guiding document that establishes 

the principles of judgment for awarding credit.

Key Marking Annotations and Their Technical Meaning



Examiners utilize a standardized shorthand to ensure consistency across thousands of scripts. Understanding

these is vital for interpreting the 2014 results:

•  ; (Semicolon): Indicates a separate marking point. Each semicolon represents one mark available to the 

candidate.

•  / (Slash): Indicates alternative wording or an alternative correct answer.

•  R (Reject): Explicitly states an incorrect answer that, if provided, negates any other correct points in that 

specific part of the question.

•  A (Accept): Indicates a response that is not the primary answer but is technically acceptable.

•  AW (Alternative Wording): Used when the candidate has expressed the correct concept using different 

terminology than the marking guide.

•  ECF (Error Carried Forward): A crucial mechanism where a candidate is not penalized twice for an initial 

calculation error if subsequent logic is applied correctly to the wrong value.

Case Study: 9700/22 (AS Level) Structured Questions

In the 9700/22 paper from June 2014, the maximum raw mark was 60. The questions were designed to test the 

Fluid Mosaic Model of the cell membrane and the kinetics of enzyme-catalyzed reactions. Candidates were 

evaluated on their ability to interpret graphs showing the effect of substrate concentration on the rate of reaction 

(V), focusing on the point of V<sub>max</sub> and the Michaelis-Menten constant (K<sub>m</sub>).

Quantitative Analysis of Grade Thresholds

Grade thresholds are the minimum marks required to achieve a certain grade (A*, A, B, etc.). For the June 2014 

series, these thresholds reflected the relative difficulty of the papers. The threshold calculationis a statistical

process that accounts for variations in paper difficulty year-over-year to maintain standards.



Component Grade A Grade B Grade C Grade D Grade E

9700/21 (Raw 
60)

41 37 32 27 22

9700/22 (Raw 
60)

43 39 34 29 25

0610/21 (Raw 
40)

29* 25 21 18 15

*Note: For IGCSE 0610, Grade A* is calculated based on cumulative performance across all papers (Paper 1, 2/3,

and 5/6).

Procedural Workflow for Past Paper Analysis

For educators and researchers, analyzing the May/June 2014 Biology papers requires a systematic approach.

Following this technical workflow ensures a comprehensive understanding of the assessment trends:

1.  Syllabus Mapping: Cross-reference each question with the specific learning objectives (LO) in the 2014 

syllabus. Identify which LOs were prioritized (e.g., Transport in Mammals vs. Ecology).

2.  Question Classification: Categorize questions into "Recall," "Application," or "Evaluation." In 2014, there was 

a noted shift toward higher-order thinking skills in the 9700 series.

3.  Mark Scheme Correlation: Compare the candidate's "expected answer" with the "acceptable range" in the 

MS. Analyze why certain technical terms were mandatory (e.g., using "complementary shape" instead of "fits") in 

enzyme questions.

4.  Examiner Report Synthesis: Review the Principal Examiner's Report for June 2014. These reports highlight 

common misconceptions, such as students confusing the roles of xylem and phloem or failing to use precise units 

in data analysis.

Case Study: Common Failure Modes in the 2014 Series

An analysis of examiner feedback from the May/June 2014 series reveals several recurring technical errors made

by candidates. Addressing these failure modes is critical for pedagogical improvement.

Failure Mode 1: Lack of Precision in Biological Terminology

In questions regarding cell signaling or osmosis, candidates frequently used vague language. For example, 

stating that a cell "shrivels" in a salt solution rather than using the technical term plasmolysis (for plant cells) or 

describing the movement of water without mentioning water potential gradients.

Failure Mode 2: Misinterpretation of Command Words

The 2014 papers relied heavily on specific command words. A common error occurred when candidates were

asked to "Describe and Explain." Many focused solely on the description (what happens) but neglected the

explanation (why it happens), resulting in a loss of 50% of the available marks for that sub-question.

Failure Mode 3: Graphical Interpretation Errors

In Paper 2, candidates were often presented with complex data sets. Errors frequently arose in calculating the 

gradient of a tangentto a curve or failing to include the "x10n" factor when reading values from an axis, leading to

magnitude errors in final answers.



Advanced Theoretical Frameworks: The 9790 Pre-U Perspective

The 9790/02 Biology paper in the 2014 series represented the pinnacle of secondary-level assessment. Unlike the 

AS Level, the Pre-U curriculum demanded a more holistic integration of biological principles. The Long Answer

format required candidates to construct coherent arguments regarding evolutionary biology and molecular genetics.

Technical Requirements for Long-Form Responses

For the 120-mark Pre-U paper, examiners looked for evidence of synoptic thinking—the ability to link different

areas of the syllabus. A question on protein structure might require a candidate to discuss primary sequences

(Genetics), hydrogen bonding (Chemistry of Life), and the functional implications for membrane transporters (Cell

Physiology).

Practical Implementation for Revision and Curriculum Design

Utilizing the 2014 Biology Paper 2 data requires a structured integration into current teaching modules. The

following steps outline an effective implementation strategy:

•  Diagnostic Testing: Use the 9700/22 June 2014 paper as a timed diagnostic tool mid-semester to identify 

gaps in cellular biology knowledge.

•  Standardization Workshops: Use the 2014 Mark Schemes to train teachers on the nuances of "judgment-

based marking," ensuring internal assessments mirror CIE standards.

•  Data-Driven Remediation: Analyze student performance against the 2014 grade thresholds to provide realistic 

feedback on their current standing.

The May/June 2014 series remains a goldmine of technical data for understanding the evolution of biological

assessment. By dissecting the mark schemes, grade thresholds, and examiner reports, one gains a comprehensive

view of what constitutes "excellence" in the field of biological sciences at this level. The rigor of Paper 2 ensures

that candidates who succeed possess not only a deep reservoir of knowledge but also the analytical precision

required for future scientific endeavors. Whether examining the nuances of co-dominance or the complexities of

enzymatic pathways, the 2014 papers continue to serve as a vital resource for academic development.
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