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Introduction 

Candidates and Centres should be pleased with the work which they have put in 

to this series. Responses clearly demonstrate a focus on core key topics aligned 

with a good grasp of contemporary politics in the UK. 

Progress was identified by how well the source questions were answered on 

Question 2 and 3. There was a progressive move away from treating these as 

simply comprehension exercises and moving more skilfully to address and 

unlock the differing Assessment Objectives (AOs) in each source extract. 

With regards to the essays in Section C it was pleasing to see a growing 

confidence in candidates constructing a more balanced argument and paying 

attention to competing points in the question. 

As with all examination series – there is a time to reflect and consider the ways 

by which our teaching and our student’s learning can be improved. The following 

takes you through each question with examples of marked student’s work.  

 

 

Question 1(a) 

This was the less popular of the two options but often well done by many 

candidates. Partisan dealignment is a key concept in voting behaviour and an 

integral part to understanding current electoral outcomes. The best answers 

pointed out that this was not a fluctuating or temporary variable – but instead a 

long-term factor. The more able distinguished clearly between class dealignment 

and partisan dealignment while at the same time observing the obvious linkage 

between the two aspects of terminology. Often candidates explained partisan 

alignment with examples of earlier elections and then the gradual erosion of this 

after the 1970’s. There is really no set date of its arrival, it like many other 

political events this is an ongoing process. 



 

 



 

 



Examiner Comment 

This is a top level 3 response. It gives a clear definition of the term and then 

supplies accurate examples to demonstrate a full understanding. It then shows a 

wide appreciation of the term, as it shows how class is linked to the concept. It 

is concise and accurate. 

 

 



Examiners Comment 

In contrast this response is far weaker than the previous one. There is correct 

and rewardable material, but it is not well focused and clearly detailed. The 

connections are very tangential and there is a manifest impression that this topic 

is only partially understood. The potential has not been realised. 

 

Question 1(b) 

This question was by far the most popular question – with twice as many making 

this choice. However, sadly it had a far lower mean mark than its counterpart 

and many candidates simply did not appreciate the scope of the term and 

exactly what was required. The term is listed under the key terminology of party 

systems and multi-party systems in the final element of section 2. 

In essence a party system relates to the number of parties who compete 

effectively and have a realistic chance of gaining office and thus wield real or 

potential political power. As such a multi-party system indicates that there are 

more than two political parties who contest elections and may end up in 

government. By simply stating that the UK is a multi-party system as we have 

several parties is a long way off for the requirements of this topic. 



 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 



Examiner Comment: 

There was not a common way in which this question was mishandled – indeed 

there was a multitude of incorrect assumptions and definitions of what a multi-

party system comprised of. Here are two examples of candidates who knew little 

core detail and gained very few marks. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 

 

 

Examiner Comment: 

This is an example of a candidate who establishes a much clearer picture of a 

multi-party system. It could be more precise, but it is more focused and in line 

with the key term, but enough to achieve level 3. 



Question 2  

This is the first of the two compulsory source-based questions. Here reward is 

obtained thorough two assessment objectives only, AO1 and AO2. The task is to 

use the AO1 given in the source and enhance this and place it in context. This 

can mean a variety of things – but the core is to show a more developed 

understanding of the factual base. The next step is to explain and analyse the 

wider effect of the issue raised. 

On this question there was no shortage of brief and concise political facts. 

Firstly, a table showing the most recent turnout and then five bullet points which 

detail various aspects of election turnout. Weaker responses would only deal in 

AO1 by simply re-stating the details shared in the source and this restricted 50% 

of the available marks. A more successful route is to enhance the detail and then 

analyse its relevance and show what may arise because of variable patterns of 

turnout. 

  



  
Examiner Comment 

This is a very limited response. Firstly, the AO1 is narrow and fails to capitalise 

on the material in the source. The source is largely repeated with little 

enhancement and then there is no extensive AO2 built around the points raised. 



 

Examiner Comment 

In contrast this example fulfils the essential criteria. That is, it takes a point out 

of the source and enhances its relevance and meaning. It then analysis the issue 

and explains what we can deduce and make of the impact. This is a level three 

response. 



Question 3 

Question 3 is the second of the compulsory source based questions. Here the 

AOs do differ, and specific skills are required to access the marks available. No 

credit is given for AO1 – the reward is for an analysis of the source and then 

reaching a verdict or judgement on the competing points raised. In addition, the 

rubric of the question also requires the candidate to identify anything that the 

two sources share an agreed view upon. This latter part being an essential 

requirement to reach level three. 

Here we have two sources who have distinct views on the role of think tanks in a 

democracy, although there is some minor agreement as to their scope and 

worth. Weaker answers simply wanted to give back the AO1 content and tell us 

the views of both contributors – thus few if any marks can be gained. The 

opinion of each needs to be analysed and then a verdict reached on the 

creditability of these views. There is no room for ‘fence sitting’ but instead a 

need to be sharp and focused on the source and commit to a view if the higher 

levels are to be attained. 



 

Examiner Comment 

This response begins with a judgement – which is fine but then fails to really 

marshal the source in an effective manner. There is no real sense that the 

competing debate – both agreements and points of disagreements are covered. 

Only one point, the wealth of thinks tanks is effectively covered. The response is 

given a level 2 at entry point. 



 



Examiner Comment 

This Level 3 answer clearly engages with the question, it clarifies an area of 

agreement and then uses the sources well to come to show the contested 

debate. It ‘picks a side’ and takes us through to a logical conclusion of why that 

side is supported.  



Question 4 (a) 

This question was overwhelmingly the more popular of the two by a ratio of over 

2:1. Virtually all candidates could identify a range of referendums since 1997 

some with greater accuracy than others. The most common being the EU 

referendum, the referendum on Scottish independence and the AV referendum 

in 2011. Having said that many brought in the referendums for devolution at the 

start of the Blair administration. Interestingly – though having no bearing on 

academic outcomes - most candidates concluded that the benefits of 

referendums were limited and their worth over-estimated. A minority spent too 

long on the practical implications of Brexit and its operative repercussions as 

opposed to its political consequences. Many discussed the question of legitimacy 

and the role of parties, parliament, and the voting public and these linked well to 

a consideration or otherwise of benefits. 



 



 

 





Examiner Comment 

Here we have two referendums with comments that have taken place since 

1997. The material is largely correct, but the depth of content is not expansive 

and the AO2 and AO3 which emerges places this in level 3 overall. 



 



 



 



 

 



 



 

Examiner Comment 

This response really takes off and attains the top level – level 5. It is packed 

with concise information well explained and understood (AO1) it then shows 

crisp analysis (AO2) and is sewn throughout with concise and sustained 

evaluation (AO3). 

 



Question 4(b) 

This answer as noted was far less popular than its predecessor. The mean mark 

was lower than 4a but not in a significant manner. There were no issues with the 

term ‘established parties’ as defined on the specification. Centres had more often 

guided their students to take a historical as opposed to contemporary view of 

the ideas and policies of the established parties. This was a valid route and 

gained reward. Far fewer candidates took a more contemporary view and 

compared the current policies and ideas of the established parties. Hence 

greater detail was often given to the ascendency/fall/rise of Thatcherism in the 

Conservatives and the advent of New Labour under Blair in the 1990’s. Weaker 

answers failed to cover core policy issues – and although the specification lists 

named key areas, reward was given to credible and current policy issues where 

they arose – such as migration and Brexit as two oft quoted examples. 



 



 





Examiner’s Comment 

This is a level three response. It is a good example of how an essay can be 

limited by a lack of balance as is required in the rubric of the question. As the 

essay opens it hints that we are ‘to consider the other side of the debate’. 

However, we are not treated to this exposition. What is here is clear and correct 

but it is only one side of the picture – had the other side been replicated it would 

have easily moved into the next level. 

 

 

 

 



 

 



  

 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 



Examiner’s Comment 

This is a Level 5 answer it has a real focus on the question with all the AOs 

reaching that level. The student has established their case at the outset and 

there is a continuous chain of reasoning which takes us from the introduction to 

the conclusion. It is carefully crafted and takes us through how policy has 

changed and where there is both similarity and difference. It considers 

similarities but then takes us through how this position is undermined. Now the 

case against similar policies is made much stronger and clear than the case 

against. However, this is not an issue for there to be ‘equal’ coverage in a 

content sense – the main issue is that both sides are addressed. 

Paper Summary 

The following key points should be taken away from this exam series: 

•For question 1 – the emphasis is solely on AO1 – hence the quality, 

depth and clarity of knowledge and understanding is paramount. 

Examiners do not list or count how many points are made, instead they 

make a judgement on the quality of the material. Hence how well 

explained and detailed are the facts? If examples are used, how well do 

they show understanding?  

•For question 2 – the first of the two source questions the task is to 

exploit and develop only the material presented in the source. It is not 

productive to venture elsewhere and to introduce new material. 

•For question 3 it is vital to appreciate how the changed Assessment 

Objectives require a bespoke focus and approach. There has to be 

mentioned a point of agreement and then a debate as to which side 

makes their case and why. Spending time repeating the content achieves 

very little. Now it is fine to provide ‘mini snippets’ of the source for 

direction but large-scale repetition is not productive in outcomes or use of 

time.  

•For the essay questions we now have all three AOs carry equal weight 

and reward – so each has to be established. Secondly there is a clear 

need for balance. Where a candidate simply addresses on side of a 

contested debate – it is impossible to leave level 3 – or even get into level 

3. Thus, the rubric demands of the question are vital and must be adhered 

to. On both essay title the rubric command is ‘you should consider this 

view and the alternative to this view in a balanced way.’ 

•The use of current examples enhances a response and adds value to all 

of the AOs if they are well developed. 
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