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Introduction
The collective general view of the examiners on the Summer 2016 examination for 6GP02 
was that it was an extremely fair paper with considerable breadth and choice for candidates 
who had worked hard and who had prepared thoroughly. 

It provided an excellent platform 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, depth and breadth 
of knowledge linked to increased contemporary political awareness and understanding 
combined with a ready willingness to critically analyse the questions set. 

Examiners commented warmly on the continued improvement in essay performance and 
evidence of better planning for the essays. 

The two stimulus questions were almost equally popular. Q1 on Parliament attracted a 55% 
response from candidates with Q2 on the Prime Minister and Cabinet attracting the other 
45%. Q3 on constitutional reform was by far the most popular essay question with a little 
over 73% of candidates opting for it whilst Q4 on judges and rights and liberties attracted 
27%. 

Examiners commented that the time factor did not seem to be an issue with comparatively 
few unanswered or partially answered questions.

Examiners were generally pleased with the improvement in performance in the essay style 
questions but repeat three points for the attention of centres.

(1)  �The critical importance for L3 responses of the need to use contemporary and informed 
examples.  The situation is improving but this was a crucially limiting factor on Q3 
constitutional reform and Q2(c) on the political constraints on the PM.

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

(3)  �The critical need to read and re-read the question and answer the question that has 
been set.
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Question 1
Q1 (a) With reference to the source, outline three types of committees operating 
in the House of Commons.

Examiners commented that this question proved problematic for some candidates as they 
were unable to follow the instruction in the question and identify 3 types of committee. A 
significant minority of answers to this question therefore scored 0/5 as they detailed, for 
example, the Home Affairs Select Committee, Public Accounts Committee and Culture, 
Media & Sport Committee. Unfortunately, these are examples of committees not types of 
committee and could not be awarded any marks.  Some candidates wasted time by adding 
criticism of the committees which was not required by the question. Centres might take 
note of these points so that candidates are made aware that parliamentary committees 
have different functions and they need to be aware of these, as well as relevant examples of 
each. It is very important to pay particular attention to the precise wording of the question.

The most common mark for this question was 3/5. Here candidates correctly identified 3 
types of parliamentary committee from the source, but then failed to develop their answer 
further. Some answers simply stated the 3 types of committee with no further explanation 
at all. Others copied out the source, which could not be given any further credit as it did not 
reveal any understanding required to score the two additional marks available. There was 
frequently an inability to differentiate between the different types of committee. Although 
not as crucial here as in part (b) it was an indicator of the ability of a candidate. The better 
quality responses successfully managed to distinguish three different/distinct types from the 
source and included extended information/illustration both from the source and their own 
knowledge to enhance the overall quality of response to achieve up to 4/5 marks. 

Q1 (b) With reference to the source and your own knowledge, how effective are 
the Commons committees?

Candidates generally made good use of the source to comment on the effectiveness of 
parliamentary committees. Most candidates appeared to be aware of how both select and 
legislative committees are a notable aspect of providing government scrutiny and the 
majority of candidates dealt with this question sufficiently well to gain at least a level 2 
score in both AO1 and AO2. However, in order to move beyond level 2 candidates needed 
to add more from their own knowledge and a good number of candidates failed to do this. 
There were some very good answers that were able to refer to the PAC’s questioning of 
executives from Amazon and Google over their tax affairs, for example, or to Mike Ashley’s 
recent controversial appearance before the Business, Skills & Innovation Select Committee 
as good examples of committees carrying out their remit successfully.

A minority of candidates however confused select and standing/legislative committees 
and while they had potentially relevant points to make, their answers did not score well as 
what they said was incorrect. This is a common error and candidates need to be clear of 
the difference between select and standing/legislative committees, as well as the impact 
of the Wright Committee recommendations on the operation of select committees since 
2010. Some candidates asserted that select committee members and chairs were chosen 
by party whips which is incorrect. Since 2010 both committee members and chairs have 
been elected by secret ballot, arguably making them more independent of government and 
therefore effective. Legislative committees, however, are whipped and there the criticism 
of government control was valid. Some candidates showed excellent awareness of the role 
and work of the Backbench Business Committee and could provide suitable examples of its 
impact, whereas others were very hazy about what the Committee did. 

It seemed clear to examiners that, unlike other questions on the paper there was a dearth 
of examples from most candidates and it appeared that this topic is not universally well 
taught by centres. Some candidates opted to miss this section entirely, or only pay it lip 
service, whilst others wrote a mini-essay and far too much for a 10 mark response.
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Q1 (c) Excluding committees, assess the means by which Parliament is able to 
control the executive.

Examiners were generally very pleased with the quality of response to this question and 
very many candidates scored well into Level 3. In some ways it was a similar question to 
how Parliament holds the executive to account and so in this sense many candidates were 
quite well prepared to answer it. This was a good discriminator for all grade boundaries 
and it showed how well (or how poor) the candidate’s appreciation of Parliament’s ability to 
control the executive was. As always, relevant and detailed examples here often boosted the 
overall mark awarded.

There were a number of approaches to this question. Some candidates looked at other 
mechanisms open to MPs to scrutinise the executive and dealt with questions (both written 
and oral) and debates, particularly opposition days and adjournment debates. Again the 
best answers could provide examples of each and were able to evaluate their effectiveness 
through considering strengths and weaknesses of each. Particularly good answers noted 
the contribution of John Bercow as speaker by championing the right of backbenchers 
to table urgent questions and emergency debates. Other valid points include the size of 
the government’s majority, the governing party’s unity and therefore its propensity to 
suffer backbench rebellions, the Sunday Trading Bill and the first vote on bombing Syria 
in 2013 as examples of government failing to convince even some of its own MPs to vote 
for its programme. While it was possible to access level 3 marks without dealing with both 
Houses of Parliament, strong responses were able to examine the effectiveness of both. 
Many candidates were aware of restrictions on the ability of the second chamber to restrict 
executive power, but with many referring to the defeat of Osborne’s plans to abolish working 
tax credits in 2015, a pleasing number of candidates were able to show how the Lords has 
become more assertive since the 1998 reform and therefore make life more difficult for the 
executive, whether Labour, Coalition or Conservative. 

Many candidates referred to the reserve power of the Commons to table a motion of no 
confidence in the executive. While certainly valid, it was important to note that this has not 
resulted in the resignation of the government since Callaghan in 1979.  Others made the 
valid point that for all Parliament’s powers, quite often a determined and powerful PM can 
overpower and outmanoeuvre it, with Thatcher and Blair often cited as examples to support 
this argument.

On the negative side again a minority of candidates ignored the instruction in the question 
and wrote about the effectiveness of parliamentary committees in terms of controlling the 
executive. This could not be credited.  A bigger pitfall was the number of candidates who 
focussed on the limitations beyond Parliament. It was not uncommon to see the Cabinet and 
the media mentioned as limitations which gained few if any marks due to going beyond the 
parameters of the question. There was also a common misconception that the whips are a 
tool of Parliament, rather than the parties.

Examiners stress strongly that candidates need to be reminded of the importance of reading 
the question carefully before starting their answers.

What Parliament does and how well it fulfils its tasks are key components of Unit 2. Stronger 
candidates come armed with both the functional or operational knowledge accompanied with 
lucid examples which serve as a platform for AO2.
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This script again fails to hit full marks on (a) but then excels and provides a really good 
response.
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(a) Some material inconsistencies means here that only 
1 mark is attained for two of the types identified and not 
the maximum – which gives us a total of 4 overall.

(b) This is a very detailed answer and reaches full 
marks.

(c) This is a good example of level 3 material – attained 
on all of the AOs.

Examiner Comments

Planning and setting out paragraphs do matter 
and there is reward for these in the (c) sections 
and in the essays with AO3 for communication.

Examiner Tip
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All too often a candidate uses the source and own knowledge well then loses the support of the 
sources and takes a step back. By contrast this question does the opposite. Here the source 
and own knowledge is not well used but an improvement in performance comes with part (c)
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(a) It may seem harsh, but the basic premise 
here is adhering to the question which asks 
for types of committees and we are only given 
one type here – in paragraph 1 – the next 
two paragraphs are descriptive and does not 
define the types.

(b) A mid level 2 response in AO1 – the AO2 
is not strong.

(c) After limited performance in parts (a) and 
(b) there is a shift in performance here as the 
response makes valid and accurate points.

Examiner Comments

Although the mark schemes do 
give this guidance – do remember 
that any further development 
of the source is treated as own 
knowledge to earn marks.

Examiner Tip
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Question 2
Q2 (a) With reference to the source, outline three aspects of the Prime Minister’s 
role in relation to ministers and their departments.

This was perhaps better answered than Q1(a) and it was relatively easy to gain three marks 
typically hiring, firing and overall organisation of the executive. A common error was to 
introduce aspects not mentioned in the Source. Another common error was to simply list 
three aspects, but to add no further detail, or to simply copy the source word for word. 
Better answers identified the PM’s ability to appoint and dismiss ministers, to organise 
the cabinet committee system and the overall organisation of the executive. Those that 
developed at least two of these points, often through the use of examples most commonly 
the appointment and/or dismissal of Michael Gove tended to attain the highest marks.

Q2 (b) With reference to the source and your own knowledge, what impact has 
coalition government had on the office of the Prime Minister?

The coalition is recent in terms of PM power and scope and there is an abundance of 
contemporary material on the topic. Better candidates showed this quite well and were aware 
of its impact. This question was reasonably well answered. Most candidates were able to offer 
at least two ways in which the coalition affected the PM, and better answers identified three 
or four ways. Typically these concerned the following: the fact that the Deputy Prime Minister 
Nick Clegg appointed four members of the cabinet, effectively only Clegg could replace these 
ministers, on certain issues there was dispensation for ministers from collective cabinet 
responsibility, the need to consult and reach agreement amongst two sets of ministers and 
two sets of MPs within the House of Commons, the fact that the House of Lords did not need 
to abide by the Salisbury Convention and the introduction of fixed-term parliaments; but 
also the fact that the coalition gave Cameron a sizeable working majority, some degree of 
parliamentary consensus and the ability to push through centrist policies supported by the 
Liberal Democrats. Those accessing Level 3 marks were able to explain three or more of these 
impacts with considerable detail and relevant examples. Those earning fewer marks either 
offered less analysis and detailed knowledge or considered fewer differences. Some only used 
knowledge from the Source, or more rarely only their own knowledge.

Common errors included repeating the same point using different parts of the source, 
typically the appointment of Lib-Dems to the Cabinet which occurred in two or three 
paragraphs in some responses. Some candidates focussed their responses on the 
Government in general rather than the office of Prime Minister.

Q2 (c) To what extent is the Prime Minister free from effective political constraints?

This was a popular question, and many candidates were able to produce well-crafted essays 
that addressed the question to a high standard. It was more than a ‘how strong is the PM’ 
and to reach the top levels it was required to appreciate the political constraints around 
the office. Most candidates answered this well. They were able to evaluate the relative 
ability of Parliament, Cabinet, media, electorate, party, events and personality to place 
effective constraints on the PM. Many mentioned prerogative powers, the size of majorities, 
domination of the Cabinet, control of the largest party in the Commons and the weakness 
of an unelected Lords which thus lacks legitimacy and effective power, to indicate how 
powerful the PM can be under favourable circumstances. Equally, small majorities, coalition 
government, powerful figures in the Cabinet, a more assertive Lords, devolution, EU law, 
policy disasters, economic difficulties and a hostile media may all act as constraints on a PM. 
Some seemed determined to bring in aspects of how presidential PMs are into their answers. 

Those offering the most in-depth analysis would typically access Level 3 marks. These 
answers tended to evaluate three or more key constraints on the PM, and the way in which 
these might alter under different circumstances. Those that excelled tended to be the ones 
who were able to adjust the PM/Presidentialism question that they had prepared to actually 
answer the question in front of them. Where candidates failed to do this and where they 
came up with a stock answer, typically on Presidentialism and spatial leadership their scores 
tended to remain in level 2. The most common error was the failure to address both sides of 
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the question – some candidates simply offered all the constraints or all the freedoms, thus 
restricting themselves to level 2. There was also a common misconception that Margaret 
Thatcher was removed by a vote of no confidence in Parliament.

Overall, this was a well answered question, and those achieving lower marks did so because 
they discussed only a small number of reforms, answered only one side of the question or 
failed to develop any analysis of the reforms that they identified.
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This is a clear example, particularly in (b) where the source and own knowledge are well 
utilised.
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(a) This clearly covers three aspects of the Prime 
Ministers role in relation to ministers and their 
departments – although it does lift words from the 
source it uses own words to place them in context.

(b) This quite succinctly makes detailed points and 
uses both information from the source and their 
own knowledge.

(c) This is a detailed answer and worthy of level 
3 for all AOs – it is reflective and shows clear 
analysis. There is a little repetition – but this does 
not detract from what is a good answer.

Examiner Comments

Here examples of past Prime Ministers 
are crucial and the ability to see 
different aspects in various office 
holders is key to success.

Examiner Tip
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Another example of a candidate scoring well – but from a slightly different perspective
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(a) Fully utilises the source to gain full marks.

(b) Brings in relevant topics such as the quad 
and fully addresses the question. At level 3 for 
both AOs.

(c) Packed with detail and well argued, 
showing balance and with the question fully 
focused throughout. There may be slight 
inconsistency but this still attains full marks

Examiner Comments

The candidate has shown a plan here – 
it does help in structure and is worth 
the investment of time. It does not  
have to be long to act as a guide

Examiner Tip
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Question 3
Q3 ‘Arguments in favour of further constitutional reform are more convincing than 
those against.’ Discuss.

This question was by far the most popular of the long essays with over 70% of candidates 
choosing to do it. With politics although it is important to have one foot in the past it is 
equally important to have the other in the present, in the here and now, and this was crucial 
here to securing a top level performance. How candidates approached the question varied 
considerably however but they generally came in four forms. The codified v uncodified 
approach. The arguments for reform (elective dictatorship, lack of rights protection, etc) 
v arguments against (tradition, flexibility, etc) approach. An examination of the reforms 
undertaken so far and the arguments for and against them needing to go further. Finally, 
a retrospective historical review of all the reforms of the last two decades, usually under 
Labour.

We saw a significant minority of responses which interpreted the question as requiring a 
run through of the arguments for and against codification. Some of these were done very 
well by clearly able candidates but while this approach was certainly valid, it was only one 
issue and responses that failed to move the discussion on to consider, for example, the need 
for further parliamentary reform, decentralisation and electoral reform, were unlikely to 
break out of low level 2. Another common approach was to treat the question as requiring 
an assessment of constitutional reforms to date. Again while much of this material was 
certainly valid, it needed to be made relevant to the question with clear evaluation of 
whether these reforms have proved sufficient or need further development to access level 3.  
Centres do need to advise candidates not to rehearse common questions to be churned out 
under exam conditions, but rather to practise decoding questions to ascertain their demands 
and to ensure that points made are explicitly linked back to the set question.

Solid to strong answers covered the standard reforms of recent years such as devolution, 
electoral reform, judicial reform and House of Lords and Commons reform. The best 
responses which clearly reached into level 3 here showed awareness of the current debate 
about constitutional reform with regard to a range of issues. Some candidates showed 
particularly good understanding of the consequences of the Scottish referendum, with ‘devo 
max’ and ‘EVEL’ receiving thorough analysis. Others were able to explore the case for a fully 
federal solution to the current issues raised by devolution. Likewise there were many good 
assessments of the case for further Lords reform, as well as coverage of the arguments 
for reforming the Westminster electoral system in the light of the result of the 2011 AV 
referendum and the 2015 general election result. Candidates could also have covered the 
need for further reform to the judicial system, to the protection of civil liberties and to the 
UK’s relationship with both the European Union and the European Court of Human Rights – a 
minority of candidates continue to insist that the Human Rights Act is part of EU law. A small 
number of candidates continue to argue that senior judges are members of the House of 
Lords. 

A pleasing number of candidates realised that the Conservative Party is not as averse to 
constitutional reform, as other candidates asserted, and were able to look at the case being 
made for a British Bill of Rights to replace the Human Rights Act, for reducing the number of 
MPs and even for explaining Zac Goldsmith’s reservations about the terms for recall of MPs 
in the UK. While detailed knowledge of the current views of the main political parties was 
not a requirement to access level 3, when used well this could enhance the AO2 and AO3 
aspects of an answer to this question and enable candidates to reach the top of that level. 
Very good answers successfully weighed up the relative merits of further reform to arrive at 
a clear answer to this question – an approach that should be encouraged.
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Here we will use three essays – each improving and advancing through the mark levels.
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The problem with this response is that to an extent it answers a 
slightly different question and is constrained by a heavy focus on 
the codified vs. uncodified constitution debate. There are marks to 
be earned here but an exclusive focus on this has to serve to limit 
the reward. It tends to be a historic account of the constitution 
rather than focused on contemporary issues – again another 
restricting factor. Some candidates adopted this as a method of 
answering this essay – and this had a restricting impact.

Examiner Comments

Read and then re-read the question – it 
does matter in the essay and its worth half 
the marks of the entire examination paper.

Examiner Tip
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Here we are in level 2 just falling short of level 3.
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This fell short of level 3 for AO1 reaching the top of 
level 2. More depth and detail is required to advance 
here. It does adhere to the format of the question. 

Examiner Comments

The candidate has done a plan – and invariably 
brief that these are it does give time to reflect 
and give scaffolding to the response.

Examiner Tip



46 GCE Government & Politics 6GP02 01

This is the last example of an essay – here reaching level 3 for all assessment objectives.
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This is a clear example of a level 3 response 
for all the AOs. It covers a range of topics 
with reference to the UKs constitution and 
draws out good analysis (AO2). There 
is a range of relevant information and 
accompanying analysis, it is well constructed 
and readily deserves Level 3 for AO3.

Examiner Comments

This essay shows several positive traits

1. It is planned and sequenced.

2. It adheres to the question 
throughout – no deviation.

3. It is up to date with recent references.

Examiner Tip
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Question 4
Q4 To what extent are judges better guardians of rights and civil liberties than 
Parliament or the executive?

Examiners commented that this question was by far the least popular of the two Section 
B questions, attracting approximately 27% of the candidates. Nevertheless this is a slight 
improvement on the 20% who tackled the Judiciary stimulus question last year. Examiners 
remain surprised that the question remains so unpopular with both centres and candidates, 
it is clear that some centres seem to omit the topic completely or deal with it in a cursory 
manner towards the end of the course. Examiners believe that the topic is relatively 
straightforward, extremely topical and deals with the sorts of issues regarding rights and 
liberties that might appeal to candidates. Similar questions have been asked on previous 
exam papers. 

Judges and politicians represent different and distinct pillars of the Constitution, and some 
differences of approach to civil liberties could thus be expected. However, they operate 
within the framework of an essentially liberal democratic constitution and could thus both be 
expected to uphold civil liberties.

The question was not all about judges and there had to be an appreciation of the part 
played either by the executive and/or Parliament though not necessarily in equal measure. 
Once this was appreciated more marks became available as level 3 opened up. The overall 
level of performance was rather disappointing and there were comparatively few essays of 
level 3 quality. The most commonly discussed areas relating to civil liberties with regard to 
the judiciary were the issues of judicial review, sentencing, rule of law, the Human Rights 
Act, judicial activism, judicial independence, judicial neutrality, EU law and parliamentary 
sovereignty. 

The most able candidates were able to explain, using appropriate examples, how these 
issues led to both judges being able to uphold civil liberties, but also the limitations they 
experience within the present constitutional framework.

The Human Rights Act was commonly discussed. It has given judges increased scope to 
uphold civil liberties, whilst stopping short of giving them powers to strike down legislation 
as unconstitutional. 

Many candidates identified rulings produced by judges using the HRA. These included, the 
long-delayed deportation of Abu Qatada, giving prisoners the right to vote, the right to 
privacy, the release of the Belmarsh detainees and a number of other controversial rulings 
usually related to prisoners and suspected terrorists. These were often explained at great 
length, though not always accurately. 

Very good responses also discussed increasing judicial activism, the growing tendency of 
senior judges to speak out about legal issues and oppose ministers since the adoption of the 
Constitutional Reform Act, and the continuing issue of the status of EU law in the UK as a 
higher level of law. Judicial neutrality or the lack of it (Griffiths) was commonly discussed. 
Good candidates applied what they knew about parliamentary sovereignty and the role of 
the judiciary to the question.

However, many answers failed to move beyond the judiciary, treating this as a simple ‘how 
effectively do judges uphold civil liberties’ question. To access Level 3 marks, candidates 
also needed to assess the effectiveness of politicians in upholding civil liberties. A minority 
of candidates were able to do this and there were some very good quality responses ranging 
well into level 3. Of these, passing civil liberties legislation, such as the HRA or Freedom of 
Information Act, was commonly cited. Better answers also identified that MPs can deliver 
redress of grievance for their constituents, and scrutinise the executive to make sure they 
are upholding civil liberties. In addition, politicians need votes, and supporting civil liberties 
issues can increase their popularity. Some MPs are known for their ideological commitment 
to a civil liberties agenda. On the other hand, the executive is considered to be overly 
powerful, often prioritises security and law and order over civil liberties, whilst politicians 
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may gain votes from denying civil liberties to unpopular and marginalised minorities e.g. 
prisoners, asylum seekers, illegal immigrants etc.

Unfortunately, many answers failed to assess the effectiveness of politicians and gained 
fewer marks as a result. Equally, a number of answers simply listed a number of high profile 
civil liberties cases, especially Abu Qatada, but failed to identify exactly how these related 
to the question; offering little analysis as to effectiveness or which aspect of judicial activity 
they related to. A number of answers addressed the legitimate issue of politicians being 
elected but judges being unelected, but tended to concentrate on the issue of legitimacy, 
rather than accountability, which would be more relevant in addressing whether this makes 
one or the other better guardians of rights.

Equally, many candidates simply failed to address the protection of rights as the heart of the 
question.

Some candidates seemed to have no understanding of the role of the judiciary and produced 
extremely poor answers. A small number believed that the judiciary’s main function is to 
scrutinise legislation, and a number believed that senior judges still sit in the House of 
Lords.
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Again we have three essays to look at here all rising in ability and marks.
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This is a brief but nonetheless a concise 
answer – it does have a clear focus on the 
question and its short span does meet some 
key aspects. However its brevity and lack 
of further detail has to act and give some 
limitations. Slightly higher reward in AO2 
level than for AO1 by level.

Examiner Comments

As stated before there is no precise length 
we require in an essay – but we consider 
the question and what key points could 
be covered in the time available – and we 
have on this paper a mark per minute.

Examiner Tip
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This essay scores a total of 24 comprised of 13, 6 and 5 for each assessment objective.
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Here there is a range of points for AO1 – and all 
are relevant, however the essay is not developed 
to the same extent at AO2 and AO3 – the points 
which are raised are not coherently brought 
together (AO3) and analysed in depth (AO2).

Examiner Comments

The quality of the content is far more 
important than the extent of it. We have 
a lot written here – but it lacks focus to 
move into the top level.

Examiner Tip
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Saving the best until last – this is a really good response to this essay question.
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This is a wide ranging essay and covers a broad range of 
topics, linked clearly to the question.

It brings in examples and uses them in a very effective 
manner.

The level of communication (AO3) is impressive.

We could ask for little more than this from the notional 
16–17 year old in the time allocation given.

Examiner Comments

This is good but by no means perfect 
and we could add more – getting 
maximum marks is not impossible 
or unobtainable and with work and 
application it is within reach of many 
candidates.

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

•	 Examiners pointed out that the old adage of read and then re-read the question was 
never more appropriate than on 6GP02 this year. Many candidates, even otherwise 
strong candidates penalised themselves by not answering the question as set, 
misinterpreting the question, interpreting the question too narrowly or restricting 
themselves to one side of a debate. There were numerous examples to illustrate this.

•	 On Q1(a) candidates frequently failed to identify types of committee yet provided ample 
illustration of examples of such committees and unfortunately often received zero 
reward. On Q1(c) a number of candidates included committees in their response though 
the question specifically excluded them. On Q2(c) the most common error was to deal 
with only one side of the question on the PM whereas on Q3 a considerable number of 
candidates interpreted this as an essay on the arguments for and against codification, 
too narrow an interpretation. Finally on Q4 many candidates interpreted the essay solely 
on the role of judges and did not include reference to Parliament and /or the executive 
as required by the question. It is frustrating for examiners to see these sort of mistakes 
which have a considerable impact on the marks awarded. 

•	 The message to Centres is clear; please stress the importance of reading the question 
thoroughly and answering the precise question that has been set.

•	 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.

•	 The question on the Judiciary, here Q3, again continues to be of concern. This year it 
was linked to the extent to which judges are better guardians of rights and civil liberties 
than Parliament and /or the executive. Although there has been a small increase in 
the take up of this question from 20% to 27% it is still the province of the few. There 
continue to be more very good/ excellent answers but the general message from 
examiners is that questions on the judiciary and civil liberties tend to produce a binary 
outcome, the very good and the very poor. We are now beginning to see more of a 
gradient in the responses but the overall picture remains the same in that there were a 
large number of poor responses, many failing to rise above Level 1 or low Level 2. Many 
answers were brief and some candidates seemed to have little understanding of and 
were extremely confused about the role of the judiciary.  Examiners believe that the role 
and increased 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.  It is clear that a number of centres either fail to prepare 
for this section of the syllabus or deal with it in a compressed manner towards the end 
of the course. There is a clear message here to centres that should be taken on board 
when considering the preparation of candidates for this section of the syllabus in terms 
of the allocation of time and resources.

•	 Examiners commented on an increased use of relevant examples this year but it remains 
a critical area for development for all candidates and all centres. Higher level responses 
invariably use more up to date and informed examples which clearly lift the overall mark 
and grade in all questions.
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•	 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. This, they feel could well impact 
positively on the issue raised in the first bullet point concerning answering the question 
as set.
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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
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