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Introduction 

The 2024 AS 8PL01 paper showed once again a continuing improvement in 

performance by students, and Centres can take reassurance that their teaching 

is both developmental and progressive. 

What stood out this year was a real improvement on essay performance on 

questions 4a and 4b where candidates were much more effective at providing a 

balanced response and ensuring good coverage of all the assessment objectives. 

In many ways this complemented the progress which continued on the two 

source questions (2 and 3) from the previous series. 

Overall, there was very effective use of political terms and precise vocabulary 

and alongside this a good coverage of contemporary political events which added 

value and scope across all the questions. 

All examination series provide us with time and opportunity to reflect and 

consider the ways by which our teaching and our student’s learning can be 

improved. Here we progress through each question in order to give a summary 

view of that performance.  

 

Question 1(a) 

This was the less popular of the two options, but students had a fair grasp of 

what the term ‘right wing’ entailed. It was common to see both economic and 

social aspects of the term manifesting themselves: the desire for a free market 

and capitalist system alongside a cautious approach to human nature. Many 

used the UK Conservative Party as a clear example to demonstrate right wing 

ideas. However, it was not uncommon to see a more global approach to the 

term right wing with other variances correctly identified. In the main it was 

depth and detail which made the transition from a level 2 to a level 3 response. 



 

Examiner Comment:  

This is a short but precise response – full of correct detail and focused well on 

the question. It reaches a high level 2 reward. More detail with the use of 

illustrative examples may have earned the top level. 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 

Examiner Comment:  

Here we have a more detailed response and one which is manifestly level 3 – the 

precise use of political ideas accompanied by illustrative examples which 

demonstrate a great depth of knowledge and understanding. 

 



Question 1(b) 

This question was the more popular of the two questions. Students seem to be 

more disposed to pressure groups out of all the topics on this paper. 

Unfortunately, as with pressure groups popularity is not a guarantee of complete 

success. The key element on Section A questions is that they are entirely 

comprised of AO1 – we cannot credit analysis or evaluation instead we are 

guided by the quality and depth of the knowledge and understanding presented. 

This works often to reward precision as opposed to volume. One common fault 

line on this question was that students wished to make wider comments than 

the questions had scope for. This was often a long discussion about how 

pressure groups are classified for instance as insider or outsider groups – and 

while this has some resonance the core remit was for an exposition of their 

methods not their classification. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Examiner Comment:  

In favour of this response, we have a clear binary example of methods, with aggressive or peaceful 
methods used by pressure groups with exemplification. Enough to gain a level 2 reward but not the 
scope and depth for level 3 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

Examiner Comment:  

Here we have illustration of three methods and illustrative examples to support them – celebrity 
endorsement, social media and the use of demonstrations. Enough detail here to gain a level 3 
reward. 

 

 

 



Question 2  

This section now moves to the compulsory section of the paper – where the 

student must respond to the source. Here we have detail about the advantages 

of allowing 16 and 17-year-olds to vote. The task on question 2 is to amplify the 

knowledge and understanding in the points given – that means to enhance and 

develop them. Putting these in context – so showing a wider understanding of 

the impact of this age group voting, for example in the 2014 Scottish 

independence referendum. Then to stand back and analyse why giving this age 

sector the vote could be a good thing, a fair thing and a practical move. The 

source extract is not a complete picture but as microcosm of the wider debate. 

In the time allocation we are not requiring students to discuss any further 

advantages or even the disadvantages of this suggested move. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

Examiner Comment:  

The main concern with this response is that it deviates too much from the 

source. It may be accurate political detail, but it cannot be rewarded. The task is 

clearly to adhere to the remit of the source as deviation cannot gain credit. It 

just about makes level 2. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

Examiner Comment:  

By contrast this response is detailed and accurate. It keeps well within the terms 

of reference set out by the source and builds both AO1 and AO2 points on this 

framework. It constantly uses the source as a ‘touchstone’ to validate the 

comments and discussions.  

 



Question 3 

We now move to question 3, the second compulsory source-based question. The 

focus on the source remains paramount but here the reward is through a 

different combination of assessment objectives.  No credit is given for AO1 – the 

reward is for an analysis of the source (AO2) and then reaching a verdict or 

judgement (AO3) 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 (which is essential to cover for level 3) as well as the 

often more profound disagreements.  

The two sources who have distinct views on the current performance and 

importance of the Labour and Conservative parties. Poor responses tended to 

merely replicate the AO1 content of the source and scored low marks for this. 

Here the student is called upon to make a choice and deliver a verdict on which 

side of the debate they stand. So, this is done by diligent analysis which is laying 

the ground for a reasoned verdict or judgement. 

 



 

Examiner Comment:  

This is a very limited response and carries all the hallmarks of level 1 in that it 

has limited comparative analysis and superficial evaluation. 

 

 

 

 



 



 

Examiner Comment  

This Level 2 answer and does engage more with the source and makes valid AO2 

and AO3 points. 

 



 

 

 



 

Examiner Comment:  

This is a top-level response. It identifies similarity and shows logical reason to 

reach a valid judgment on the sources competing points. 

 

 



Question 4 (a) 

Unlike past series there was not a vast differences in choice for either essay 

titles – just at the margin 4a was slightly more popular. Hopefully indicative that 

both essays were seen as accessible and interesting. Here on 4a we asked for a 

comparison of at least two media types in reflection to class, age and region in 

having an influence on how people vote. In one respect this gave quite a wide 

canvas to exploit, which most students did. Many referred to recent elections 

and the impact of the above factors. What led to effective discrimination 

between the ability of students was the use of illustrative examples and putting 

in context the relevance influence of the above factors. It mattered not if a 

student opted for the media carrying more influence or class, age or region – as 

long as both sides were addressed, and avenues of logical reasoning were 

explored. A minority of students did not develop media types as well as was 

required for higher levels. Equally many placed too great an emphasis on the 

printed media (the press) often with dated illustrations with only a minority 

picking up on how newspaper readership has fallen in recent years. 

 



 

 



   

 

 



 

 

 



Examiner Comment:  

This is a level 3 response. It has a focus on the question and has relevant 

examples, but it is dominated by the media. It is less articulate on class, age 

and region when compared to the media. It fails to make a strong and well-

articulated case for the factors of class age and region. These are noted but 

there is some imbalance in overview.  



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

Examiner Comment:  

Here we have a much more developed response easily attaining Level 5. There is 

a good coverage of media and the other social factors which impact on voting 

behaviour and thus electoral outcomes. There is excellent AO1 which covers a 

broad time range – but is still contemporary. There is skilled analysis AO2 where 

the student considers the implications of the media and its opposition in the 

question. To complement this there is very nuanced AO3 which shows how well 

thought through the debate is. The line of direction is constant, and the debate 

introduced in the opening remarks is concise and follows through to the 

conclusion.  



Question 4(b) 

When the exam was taken on the 15th May the recent general election of July 

2024 had not been called – hence the examples were from earlier dates. 

However, that did not dampen or limit the clear linkage to what then was the 

most recent elections of 2017 and 2019. It was good to see how a clear focus 

was made by the vast number of students to the question – by drawing on then 

the more recent elections to either support or deny the claim made in the 

question. In some senses this question had two stages to cover. Firstly, the 

claim that FPTP has failed (or not) and then secondly to consider the use of 

another electoral system currently in use in the UK. If there was a weaker link it 

was making a convincing connection to the conjectured possibilities of using 

another system. Admittedly this is speculative, and we are asking the student to 

make a forecast of how and why other systems in use may or may not be better. 

 



 



 

 



 



 

Examiner’s Comment:  

This is a level three response. We have a clear focus on the question at the 

outset and then we are given a balanced view of FPTP. However, there is a lack 

of energy and drive in providing a suitable or possible alternative system – and it 

was hinted that is where the student was heading at the start of the response. 

This gives a type of ‘imbalance’ in that it is clear and detailed on FPTP but less 

detailed about why (and what type) of replacement is needed now. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 



 

Examiner’s Comment:  

Here again we have a level 5 response. It is packed with detail and insight. At all 

times the essay question is core to the reply. It does discuss AV but is aware 

that this system has now been abandoned for the London mayoral elections. It 

covers a range of criticisms of FPTP which are linked in both AO2 and AO3 to 

capitalize upon. It is perhaps more focused on FPTP criticism, but we have 

enough detail in the answer to reach a solid conclusion. 



Paper Summary 

The following key points form the core messages from this summer 2024 series: 

•For question 1a – a really impressive handling of the concepts and 

principles of what the term right wing means – coupled with some good 

examples. On 1b we saw a number of students digress from the remit of 

the question and veered to classification as opposed to the methods used 

by pressure groups. Both 1a and 1b require focus on the main thrust of 

the question and provide clarity and depth in the knowledge and 

understanding – upon which examiners make a call based on precision 

and quality. 

•For question 2 – The task here is to make the most of what is presented 

in the source and not to deviate and introduce new elements which take 

the response away from the demands of the question. The task should be 

to enhance and develop the AO1 and bring clear analysis to the response.  

•For question 3 we have an altered AO format. Here a student can gain no 

credit if the source is merely replicated. The task is to create a base of 

analysis and evaluation. The student has to weigh up the claims and 

counterclaims in the source and reach a verdict. Plus, at the same time – 

in order to attain level 3 some point of agreement has to be extracted 

from the source material. 

•For the essay questions this series witnessed a clear improvement in 

both style and content. It was clear that many had followed a structural 

path where in the introduction they set out their vision and aims and then 

went on to deliver that vision. It is important to have that long term sight 

going through the essay. For to change views and opinions in mid-stream 

mya seem inconsistent and arbitrary.   

•As always contemporary examples add value and show wider 

understanding. 
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