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Even though the candidate successfully references a range of both primary and secondary sources, the fact that not all these sources are relevant and that the candidate doesn’t offer a sustained argument simply means that they are unsuccessful in answering the question.

As mentioned, the candidate is unsuccessful in answering the question as they fail to consistently argue their point. Admittedly, the student clearly states that media was central to the growth in youth culture within their introduction. However, they do not seem to consider any other possible factors for this, and by the end of the essay, their focus has changed from ‘how’ to ‘why’. 
Furthermore, the candidate successfully structures their essay, with the introduction outlining the different ways in which media influenced 50s youths, and the conclusion summarising what has previously been referred to. However, despite opening with Coleman’s study, which entices the reader into wanting more, the undeniable fact that the candidate focuses too much on why media increased, instead of how it contributed to this youth culture, results in an unsuccessful attempt to answer the question.

Despite some sources that the candidate has successfully used, the low number of relevant material in the essay means that they are unsuccessful in their attempt to answer the question. The candidate can be seen to have used a combination of both primary and secondary sources, some of which are relevant, for example the increase in TVs and the locations of radios. However, even these relevant sources have issues surrounding them, such as a lack of scholarly character (only one secondary source is from a university publisher) and potentially outdated information (most recent source is 10 years old). Finally, the candidate also fails in terms of an analytical approach as, although some sources are balanced, most of them have been taken as pure fact as the student has rarely attempted to debate the historians’ perspectives. It is for these reasons that the candidate’s attempt to answer the question is unsuccessful.

On the other hand, the candidate is successful when referencing sources and physically presenting their answer, as demonstrated by the fact that the student uses a recognised referencing system (‘MHRA’), presents their essay in a tidy fashion, uses paragraphs, footnotes and has a bibliography which contains, in alphabetical order of the author’s last name, all the sources used. All of this, as well as the almost perfect grammar and the evidence of proofreading, suggests that the essay is a well-polished piece of prose, written in a direct, academic style.
However, despite this, the student does not seem to have their own style, and, in some cases, I believe they have not been willing to cut out unnecessary sections. Furthermore, even though the essay does retain a tone of sureness, indicating the writers’ confidence, the previously mentioned fact that the student isn’t focused on the question results in this confidence being misplaced. 

In conclusion, despite the successes that the candidate has in terms of referencing and presenting their essay, the undeniable fact that the student doesn’t answer the full question is the reason I can only award them the numerical grade of 64.
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