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Candidate 1 evidence

The Democrats clearly won the 2012 elections by convincingly defeating the
Republicans at every level and their performance in 2012 was almost as
impressive as in 2008,

“The Democrats clearly won the 2012 election by convincingly defeating
the Republicans at every level”

Source A can be seen to support the viewpoint so a certain extent. The source
shows that in 2012 the percentage of votes for the Democrats presidential
nominee was 51.1% compared to the Republicans nominee at 47.2% (2.9%
difference). The source also shows that in terms of electoral college votes the
Democrats won 332 compared to 206 for the Republicans, which is a 126-seat
difference.

Source B can be seen to support the view to a certain extent. Source B shows
that in 2012 the Democrats won 55 Senate seats compared to 45 Republican
Seats, which is a difference of 10. As well as this Source B shows that the
Democrats actually had 201 seats in Congress compared to 234 for the
Republicans, although they lost 8 whilst the Democrats gained 8.

“Their performance in 2012 was almost as impressiire as in 2008.”

Source A supports the viewpoint to a certain extent. The source shows that in
2012 the vote share for the Democrats was 51,1% this compares to 52.9% in
2008 ( 1.8% difference). The source also shows that in 2012 the Democrats won
332 Electoral College votes compared to 365 in 2008 which is a loss of 32
votes.

shows
Source B can also be seen to support this viewpoint to a certain extent .

Source B shows that in 2008 the Demoacrats won 59 seats in the Senate
compared to 55 in 2012 which is a reduction of 4. As well as this the source
shows that in 2008 the Democrats had 257 seats compared to 201 in 2012 a
drop of 56 seats after losing 64 in 2010.

Overall, the sources can be seen to support the viewpoint to a certain.extent.
Whilst the Democrats did win this presidential election in terms of vote share
they actually only gained 2.9% difference hence this cannot be deemed as
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“convincingly defeating” them in terms of vote percentage. This being said in
terms of electoral college places they had an 126 seat difference which can be
deemed as being a ‘convincing defeat’ against the Republicans as the
difference was almost double. As well as this Source B shows that whilst the
Democrats gained more seats in both Congress and the Senate these the
Republicans still had a greater majority in Congress and thus they were not
‘convingicnly defeated at every level ’. Also they won the presedential
election and senate they did not win congress and thus the Democrats did not
‘clearly win’ in this sense. In regards to the result between 2008 and the 2012
vthe percentage of the vote did not move dramatically between 2008 and 2012
(1.8%) they lost 32 EC votes and as such it cannot be deemed as ‘almost as
impressive as 2008” whereby they clearly done far better in 2008 and ‘almost’
would suggest they would have a similar amount. Although they did do much
better than in 2010 in which they lost 64 seats so in this sense they did have a
more ‘impressive’ result compared to 2010,

In the 2012 presidential election Barack Obama defeated his Republican
opponent Mitt Romney by decisive margins across every area and in all
sections of society. The Republican candidate in 2016, Donald Trump,
performed significantly better among all voter groups compared to Mitt
Romney in 2012,

“In the 2012 presidential election Barack Obama defeated his Republican
opponent Mitt Romney by decisive margins across every area and in all
sections of society”

Scurce C can be seen to support this to a certain extent. The source shows
that Obama done significantly better than Romney in the East, Midwest and
West regions with gaps of 10-20% whilst Romney done better than Obama in
the South with a gap of about 15%. As well as this the source shows that
Obama performed much better than Romney in big and mid-size cities with
Obama having about 40% more votes in the big cities. In contrast, the source
shows Romney fared better in towns and rural/suburban areas gaining 15%
more votes than Obama in towns.

Source D also supports the viewpoint to a certain extent. The source shows
that those aged 39 and under were much more likely to vote for Gbama than
Romney was with 60% of 18-24 years voting Obama compared to 36% Romney.
However, the source also shows that those aged 40 and over were more likely
to vote Romney with those 56% aged 65+ voting for him compared to 44%
Obama. As well as this the source shows 93% of blacks would vote Obama
compared to 6% Romney which is a large difference for this section of society.
As well as this the source shows that those earning under $49,999 were more
likely to vote for Obama whereas those earning about $50k were more likely to
vote for Romney. In terms of gender the source shows that whilst Obama won
most of the female vote { 55% vs 44%) Romney won more male votes (52% vs
45%) thus Romney fared better in terms of mal voters.
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“The Republican candidate in 2016, Donald Trump, performed significantly
| better among all voter times when compared t6 Mitt Romney in 2012.”

See source D and E can only to show this to some extent. Source D shows that
Trump manage to gain 6% more of the under $30,000 vote when compared to
Romney with 41% of the vote compared to 35%. On top of this the two sources
show that Trump gained 3% more of the Asian vote than Romney with 29% of
the vote vs 26% with Trump also performing better for-the Hispanic and 'Black
vote. The sources also show, however, that Trump lost 2% of the female of the
female vote when compared to Romney. As well as this Trump managed to
lose 3% of the over 65 vote with it reducing from 56% to 53%

Overall, the sources can be seen to support the viewpoint to a certain extent.
Whilst Obama did fair better in larger certain parts of the country and by
‘decisive’ margins of 60% Romney also fared better than Obama in areas such
as towns thus it would be wrong to say that Obama defeated Romney in every
area. As well as this it would also be wrong to say that Obama performed
better in ‘all sections of society’ as the sources show that whilst Obama did do
better in some areas, such as black voters, Romney performed better than
Obama in other areas such as white voters and male voters with a gap of 8% in
terms of male voters. In regards to trump the source can only be seen to
support the viewpoint to a certain extent. This is due to the fact that whilst
Trump did fair better in some areas when compared to-Romney, such as some
ethnicities this was not amongst ‘all voter groups’ as he lost some female
votes and 3% of the over 65 vote. Thus, this viewpoint is only supported to
some extent by the sources.

In terms of the viewpoint as a whole, the sources can only be seen to support
it to some extent, This is largely down to the fact that whilst many statements
that have been made are only partially true in the sense the sources only
support part of it. For example the source suggest that Trump done better
than Romney in atl areas when it is only show to be true in some areas.
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1) My first point of comparison is that Hobbes and Locke have different views on

what power a state should have. Source A shows that Hobbes believed in a
“absolute state with unlimited power” whereas source B shows that Locke
believed that we did need a “state with limited powers”.

My second point of comparison is that both Hobbes and Locke agree that there
is source of power needed to prevent some for of conflict and to keep peace.
Source A shows that Hobbes believed that withoud a main power there would
be “no laws”, “everyone would live in constant fear” and that there would be
a “war of all against all”. Source B shows that Locke has a similar view as he
says without a government “disputes could arise and therefore a state with
limited powers would be required to resolve these”.

My third final point is that they have completely opposite views on human
nature and why that means we need a state. Source A shows that Hobbes
believed that man was “evil” so a state was needed to controll everything as
he couldn’t trust man to be independent. Whereas in source B Locke believes

that man is “benelovent, happy and peacfull” so a state with limited powers is
all that is necessary.

My overall conclusion is that Hobbes has a much darker view on man as he has
nno trust in it at all. He believes we need controlled wheras Locke has a much
more positive view on man so therefore believes a state with limited power is
all that is necessary.
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