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Introduction
General Comments
In terms of the way in which candidates approached the answering of questions there was
certainly progress in this series. The stimulus questions were handled well, with careful
reading of the source material, and longer answers were generally well structured with logical
introductions and conclusions as well coherent progression of analysis.
There were two common weaknesses. The first concerned (b) questions in Section A. Here too
many candidates did not use ‘own knowledge’ but were locked into the stimulus material alone.
Whether this was because they lacked additional knowledge or misunderstood the exigencies
of such questions is debatable. Possibly both problems were encountered. Of course ‘own
knowledge’ can mean two things and both were credited. One meaning is issues not mentioned at
all in the source, the other is additional elaboration of issues which are contained in the source.
Ideally candidates should be able to include both these kinds of additional knowledge and/or
analysis.
The second weakness concerned the Section B questions. This was a common lack of factual
material and examples or illustrations to underpin analysis, evaluation and conclusions. Half the
available marks for Section B questions are for knowledge and understanding (a higher proportion
than for (c) parts in Section A), and this should be borne in mind. Candidates should come armed
with more factual material to obtain the best marks in these questions. Examples of such failings
can be seen in the individual question reports below.
The most popular questions were 1 and 3. The low response rate to question 4 was not surprising
as questions on the judiciary are traditionally ignored. This was unfortunate in that the question
was relatively straight forward and offered good opportunities for evaluation. More surprising was
the low response to question 2. Possibly this was because it centred on the cabinet rather than
the prime minister. It should therefore be emphasised that this section of the specification does
concern the wider executive, not just the prime minister.

A Note on the events of May 6, 2010
The examination followed hard on the heels of a ground breaking election. Examiners followed
the rule that candidates who did not refer to the election and its aftermath would certainly
not be penalised. It was not at all necessary to refer to recent events. That said, candidates
who used the experience of the election and the advent of coalition government appropriately,
did receive credit. This was especially true of question 2. However, speculation (for example
about whether parliament will become more ‘effective’ when the main governing party lacks a
Commons majority) remained just that – speculation. It could not be a substitute for analysis and
evaluation based on factual, hard evidence, nor could it receive as much credit.
From January 2011 onwards, however, there will be hard factual evidence from the experience of
a hung parliament and coalition government, so this will become increasingly valuable.
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Question 1
Nearly all candidates were able to identify three sources of the constitution and so were
awarded at least three marks. Explanation of the sources – needed for additional marks – was
more patchy. Little problem was encountered explaining and exemplifying statute law, but there
were many shaky explanations of common law and, surprisingly, of conventions. The convention
that elections are held on a Thursday was credited, but it would be good, in the future, to see
more significant examples used such as the Salisbury convention or the conventional prerogative
powers of the prime minister. A fairly common error which should be eliminated was that,
because constitutional statutes appear to have the same form and procedure as other, nonconstitutional statutes, all statutes are constitutional. This ‘logic’ is flawed.

Question 1(a)

Examiner Comments
Here there is a good example of how to explain conventions successfully. A main example
is given and then clearly explained. (The Salisbury Convention). A second example is
briefly mention (albeit the actual convention is only Elections are held on a Thursday). The
candidate ends by explaining how conventions can be upgraded to Statute Law by Parliament
should they be seriously challenged and the government wants to entrench them.

Government and Politics 6GP02
3

Examiner Comments
This is a typical answer that scores 3 out of 5 because the candidate only
names three factors without explaining/expanding or analysing any of them.

Examiner Tip
You must explain/expand or analyse your main points. Otherwise you
will lose marks that are easy to get. If the question asks for only two
factors, this is vital.
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Question 1(b)
A fair proportion of responses simply repeated what was in the stimulus without any development
of the issue. Marks for such responses were inevitably very modest. However, most candidates
could develop the three main issues and so moved into level 2 marks. However, level 3 was
reserved for those who could identify additional issues such as the importance of entrenchment
and the possibility of replacing unwritten conventions by more specific, codified arrangements.
Better answers also pointed out that it was not merely a case of codifying the constitution, it
was also important to make sure that rights and limits to executive powers should be entrenched
and therefore protected against changes made by future governments. Thus for example, strong
candidates showed how a codified constitution might prevent further drift towards executive or
prime ministerial power. Similarly only stronger responses stated that codifying and entrenching

rights would correct the limitations of the current Human Rights A
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Examiner Tip
It is important that you add in your own knowledge and not simply re-use
the material given by the source. This could be an additional factor or
example not given in the source or it could be an expansion of a point made
briefly in the source. But simply repeating the source material (even well as
in this example) will not earn you more than 6 out of 10.

Government and Politics 6GP02
6

Question 1(c)
Some candidates treated this as an evaluative question, deploying arguments both for and
against a codified constitution. Positive marking meant they were not specifically penalised for
this, but inevitably the irrelevant material received no credit and candidates were penalising
themselves by wasting time. Fortunately most candidates focused on the specific demands of the
question.
There were plenty of reasonably full accounts of the arguments for retaining the uncodified
constitution and there was good use of examples demonstrating why flexibility remains
important. Many candidates used conservative arguments against change to good effect. Some
impressive answers used the post May 6 events to demonstrate the virtues of such flexibility,
pointing out how a solution was found to the problems of a hung parliament with little problem.
Some also discussed the status of the monarchy to good effect. Many compared the UK with the
USA and this worked well. The best answers also referred to the judiciary, pointing out correctly
that a codified constitution would bring the unelected judiciary too much into the political
arena, as occurs in the USA.
AO2 marks were mostly awarded to those who did indeed ‘make out a case’ as the question
demanded. This involved analysis of the arguments. Thus AO1 marks were gained for describing
flexibility, but AO2 marks were reserved for those who could explain why flexibility would be
desirable.
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Examiner Comments
Here we have an answer than covers a wide range of points and follows
the question by only making a case against a codified constitution. A brief
conclusion also summaries their argument nicely. This is a good example of
what a candidate can achieve by writing clearly and answering the question
set directly.
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Question 2
Question 2(a)
Most candidates could identify two issues discussed in cabinet, but too many failed to explain
this. Thus full credit was given to those who not only informed us that the cabinet discusses
strategic economic issues, but also referred to this as a fundamental function of government so
it becomes a key role of cabinet. Similarly, discussion of parliamentary business was correct,
but candidates needed to explain that government can only manage its business if it efficiently
manages parliament. Thus identifying two functions could only garner three marks. Further
explanation was needed for the other two marks.

Examiner Comments
Here we see an answer in which the candidate has only recycled the source
material. But when the question asks for two factors - not three - too many
marks are lost to even get half the total available. Candidates must explain/
expand even in 5 mark questions.
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Question 2(b)
Some candidates used the recent experience of choosing a cabinet for a coalition government
as additional factors not in the source. This was successful as it was not speculation but hard
fact. However, candidates who ignored the recent experience were not disadvantaged. A major
weakness in many answers was an inability to find examples outside the source. In fact most
candidates could not identify factors other than those referred to in the passage. There is a great
deal of material from recent history which could have been used. Few candidates therefore were
able to rise above level 2 marks.
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Examiner Comments
Again the candidate has answered the question well but failed to expand beyond
the material given in the source. This can be remedied by either expanding on
the material given or by introducing examples/points from the candidate’s own
knowledge. Otherwise 6 / 10 is the maximum that can be scored.
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Question 2(c)
This was not a popular question, but responses were generally fairly strong. Most candidates
were able to offer a balanced evaluation, pointing out both strengths and weaknesses in cabinet.
A large proportion of responses used exemplar material from the premierships of Thatcher and
Blair, which was perfectly satisfactory, though evidence from the cabinets of Major and Brown
would have provided additional balance. The main strength in answers was good knowledge of
ways in which the cabinet has become weaker and increasingly marginalised. This gave a good
dynamic to responses, demonstrating that circumstances change over time. However, most
candidates suggested that the drift away from cabinet power was one directional and inexorable,
when in fact the power and significance of cabinet ebbs and flows.
Some candidates offered speculation that the cabinet might become more significant under
coalition government, but speculation cannot receive as much credit as firm evidence. Certainly
the formation of a coalition cabinet is more problematic, but there is no guarantee that cabinet
will become stronger, or indeed weaker.
Responses that were based purely on the rise of prime ministerial control were perfectly valid
but were limited if they did not relate prime ministerial developments to the cabinet specifically.
It is perfectly valid to say that there is something of an inverse relationship between cabinet
influence and prime ministerial power, but it should not be offered as the only form of analysis.
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Examiner Comments
This candidate has taken a sensible and easy to achieve approach to the question. By examining the
strength and weakness of Cabinet under different PM’s they have managed to show the flow of power
(and by extension deal with both sides of the argument). The conclusion nicely summarises the essay
and answers the original question. Too often candidates neglect to write any sort of ending. Again this
is an example of how candidates can write clearly and answer the question effectively.
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Question 3
This was a popular question and, on the whole, a well balanced response was offered. The main
problems included commonly omitting analysis of the House of Lords altogether or only a cursory
mention, confusions about the kinds and roles of parliamentary committee and a tendency to
overestimate the significance of prime ministerial power.
Strong answers tended to have a good grasp of the role of select committees especially and
understood the significance of parliament’s reserve powers. There were also some good evaluations
of the powers and influence of the of the House of Lords, but very few were able to show how the
influence of the Lords has grown, especially after 1997. There was general understanding that the
size of the government’s majority was an important and variable factor and that patronage plays
a key role in executive dominance. Having said that there was a lack of sensitivity to the generally
more activist approach of the House of Commons, especially after 2005.
In longer questions, there is a greater requirement for a good deal of factual evidence and
information about recent historical developments. The lack of response to this requirement proved
to be the key factor in most responses. Plenty of answers could give generalised, but not very
detailed analyses of parliament’s effectiveness. Examples of detailed analysis commonly omitted
were the extent to which MPs are able effectively to represent the interest of constituents, or
peers are able to represent outside interest, especially when scrutinising legislation.
Some candidates decided to speculate that a hung parliament will be more effective than what has
gone before. As we have said above, this remains only speculation and there is no hard evidence as
yet as to whether this will be true. Such speculation, therefore, received very limited credit, but
was rewarded marginally if the argument was coherent and based on solid foundations.
Candidates who ignored the House of Lords altogether, and there was a significant minority who
did, could not achieve a mark above level 2. Candidates should be reminded that questions which
refer to parliament require consideration of both houses, especially now that the Lords has become
more significant in terms of legislative control.

Examiner Comments
The Introduction here is short but to the point. It tells the examiner what the candidate intends to do. This is
a good example of effective writing style. (A brief list of the main points to be raised would be even better).
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Examiner Comments
This is a good example of a paragraph combining information with analysis. It
also shows how to combine advantages and disadvantages in the same paragraph.
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Examiner Comments
This is a typical low scoring answer by a candidate who has the ability to
do better. Although there is no word count etc, 2 1/2 sides is not going to
provide enough points or detail to score highly on what is after all 25% of an
AS.
Second, although there is a good introduction, the conclusion is very brief
and does not even get its own paragraph.
Points are made briefly but not expanded often enough. Mention of factors
like the Liason Committee again suggest a candidate who knows the material
but has not demonstrated that knowledge in depth to the examiner.

Examiner Tip
The word ‘Parliament’ in a question should warn
candidates that simply talking about the House
of Commons will NOT be enough to earn high
marks.
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Question 4
As usual the judiciary question was not popular. This was a very straight forward question so
those who had worked hard on this topic could have done very well. Some did, with a good
number of excellent evaluations full of useful exemplar cases.
A common and largely unsuccessful, approach however, was to try to adapt knowledge about
independence and neutrality to this question. There is some relevance to the increasing
independence of the judiciary and, tenuously, some traction in discussing neutrality, but both
fields are very limited. Furthermore the material on Griffiths is still being used despite the fact
that it related to a bygone era. The fact that the judiciary is not socially representative does not
seem to have affected its ability to protect individual or group rights.
The best answers, therefore, were those that focused on the exigencies of the question. They
examined the increasing significance of judicial review and the importance of the Human Rights
Act (with too few referring to freedom of information). These kind of stronger responses were
able to deploy valuable cases to underpin the arguments. Perhaps too few referred to the
enduring importance of parliamentary sovereignty which prevents the judiciary from being
effective in securing rights in the way that the US Supreme Court, for example, does. It would
have been encouraging to see examples of the cases involving the new Supreme Court, but,
in the main, examples were sufficiently up to date to be valid (with the notable exceptions of
Ponting and Spycatcher which have little significance today).
The common weaknesses were, as stated above, attempts to adapt a different answer to this
question or to produce generalised narratives describing the role of the courts in delivering
justice. These did not address the question directly enough and failed, on the whole, to
be evaluative. Some candidates who were attempting to be focused and who did try to use
examples, failed to use their exemplar cases effectively. In other words they did not understand
or were unable to express clearly, why such cases as Belmarsh, Bulger etc, were significant.
Those who did use case examples well were rewarded at a high level.
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There are not enough examples of effective answers to Judiciary questions in the public domain.
This is how it can be done by a good candidate.

Examiner Comments
A good brief introduction. Notice how this candidate uses examples mainly from 1997 - 2010 period (showing contemporary knowledge by drawing on the [then] governing party’s relationship
with the judges). Significant examples from the previous Tory regime are mentioned only if they
had a major impact (ie the Bulger case).
Also the candidate has addressed Human Rights at all levels (ie Terrorism Laws after 9/11 and
ASBOs). The candidate has looked why the judiciary has become more active as well (HRA and
Freedom of Information Act).
To summarise, this candidate has stuck to the question asked. They have produced about ten
examples (all but one drawn from the last twelve years) and explained how this covers the ebb
and flow of judicial defence of human rights in the UK. It is concise, contemporary and clear. It’s
not perfect, but it has scored highly. this is how a good candidate should answer this topic.
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Grade Boundaries
Grade
Raw boundary mark
Uniform boundary mark

Max. Mark

A

B

C

D

E

N

U

80

49

44

39

34

30

26

0

100

80

70

60

50

40

30

0
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