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Introduction 

Overall candidates and centres should be commended for their hard work and 

commitment to the study of UK Government. There was a good standard of 

responses across the different question styles and specification areas covered in 

this summer’s exam paper. It was very pleasing to see candidates engaging well 

with the sources and the questions, and a strong use of contemporary political 

examples to help bring their answers to life.  

A key area that is still worth reflecting on is timing; it is vital that candidates 

plan their timing so they can give the necessary time to each question to meet 

the demands of the whole paper.  

There are, as with any examination, however, several areas to reflect upon and 

lessons to be learned, which will enable future cohorts to address the 

examination effectively. 

Question 1(a) 

This was an optional question and was more popular with candidates than Q1(b). 

Most candidates were able to describe at least one role of backbenchers. The 

main approach adopted was to get straight into describing the roles, which was 

exactly right as there is no need for an introduction or conclusion in these 

responses. 

Better answers had breadth and depth; candidates were able to exemplify the 

roles, including representing their constituents, scrutiny of the executive, 

legislation and debating as well as explain them. A good example of this here 

was where candidates could talk about backbenchers and how they performed 

their role of representing the interests of their constituents. Stronger answers 

were able to deploy key terminology from the specification in their writing.  

Weaker answers tended to focus more on who backbenchers are, their behaviour 

and what they could not do, rather than remaining focussed on their roles. A 

lack of exemplification also made it difficult to really develop any depth in the 

answers. Some answers also strayed into discussing the role of Peers in the 

House of Lords.  



 

Examiner Comment 

This is part of a Level 3 response. Here is a clear example of one paragraph on 

the role of backbenchers in scrutinising the executive. The response shows depth 

by developing the role of scrutiny by discussing several different ways scrutiny 

can be carried out, illustrating the role of select committees with the examples 

of the PAC and the Liaison Committee. 

 



Examiners Comment 

In this paragraph from a Level 3 response, the role of backbenchers in 

legislation in terms of Private Members Bills is developed using the example of 

Dr Liam Fox’s Down Syndrome Act of 2022.  

 



 

Examiner Comment 

This is an example of a Level 3 response with a range of different roles and 

some good exemplification.  

Question 1(b) 

This question was less popular. The question focussed on the composition of the 

Executive branch and drew a wide range of responses. The main approach 

adopted was to get straight into describing the composition of the executive, 

which was exactly right as there is no need for an introduction or conclusion in 

these responses. 

Many candidates were able to detail the PM and Cabinet, with better answers 

also referring to junior ministers, government departments, the civil service 

and/or special advisers. Stronger answers again here provided exemplification. A 

good understanding of key terminology of the specification provided a good 

framework for answering this question.  

Weaker answers just outlined the composition of the executive without really 

expanding their points or providing exemplification. A more structural problem 

was clear in the responses that did not really understand what the executive is 

and took a scattergun approach that included naming as many parts of the UK 

political system as possible including backbench MPs, the judiciary, the Lords, 

and the Monarchy.  



 

 

 



Examiner Comment: 

This is a Level 3 response. This is an effective response to this question that is 

clearly focussed on the question and covers the composition of the executive, 

with development and examples. There is a strong use of key terminology from 

the specification here.  

Question 2  

This question is a compulsory question and focussed on source skills. The 

subject area was the role of the House of Lords in improving legislation. As an 

explain question, there was no need here to use and introduction or a 

conclusion.  

Stronger answers used the source to answer the question by developing their 

analysis of how the Lords improve legislation and were able to use examples to 

build higher levels of analysis. This was often done by using a short quote from 

the source, then explaining how this impacted on the role of the Lords in 

improving legislation. Stronger answers remained clearly focussed on the 

question throughout. 

Weaker answers tended to quote or paraphrase the source rather than build on 

it. There was a tendency also to draw on the source but not really focus on the 

question.  



 



 

 

Examiner Comment 

This is a Level 3 response that remains clearly focussed on the question. It 

clearly uses the source as a springboard to develop the analysis of the role of 

the Lords in improving legislation and helps develop the explanation with well 

selected examples.  



 



 

Examiner Comment: 

This answer takes a different approach but also achieves level 3. It clearly uses 

the source and remains focussed on the question set. It explains a wide range of 

points from the source.  

 

 

 

 



Question 3 

Question 3 is another compulsory question that focusses on source skills and in 

this case, the assessing whether devolution has been successful or not. In many 

ways, the structure of responses to this answer is all important. The structure 

must focus on similarities and differences between the sources to answer the 

question. In answering the question, candidates need to build the debate from 

the sources to reach justified conclusions about the success or otherwise of 

devolution. An overall conclusion to this answer is valuable. 

Stronger answers clearly focussed on locating differences and similarities 

between the sources, whilst the best answers used these to develop an 

argument to reach mini conclusions and an overall conclusion. 

Weaker answers tended to repeat the source through quoting it or paraphrasing 

it without really developing any analysis. There were some answers that just 

wanted to answer the question and ignore the source, and this really limits the 

ability to score well under the mark scheme.  

 



 

Examiner Comment 

This is a Level 3 response with an effective structure; there is clear comparative 

analysis of the sources that is used to build judgements about the success of 

devolution.  



 



 

Examiner Comment 

This Level 3 answer clearly engages with the question, using comparative 

analysis of the source to show differences and similarities and reach judgements 

about the success of devolution.   



Question 4 (a) 

This question was the more popular of the two. Most candidates were able to 

“refer to the current uncodified nature of the UK constitution, and codification” in 

answering the question. Generally, candidates were able to include effective 

synoptic links back in particular to rights in context from Component 1(synoptic 

being part of A01).  

Timing was all important here; candidates needed to ensure that they gave 

themselves adequate time to really do justice to the longer essay format.  

Structure was also crucial here. The most effective structure started with a short 

but clear introduction that detailed the nature of the debate, defined codification 

and then laid out the main direction of the argument to be pursued. Next 

paragraphs were built using an effective pairing of argument – for and against 

codification with clear analysis (AO2) – to build mini conclusions (AO3) 

throughout the answer. These mini conclusions offered steppingstone 

judgements that took the answer to the conclusion (AO3). The most effective 

conclusions were the ones that the reader could write for themselves in their 

own mind from reading the main body of the essay and found it matched the 

actual conclusion on paper.  

This question was generally well answered with a range of different arguments 

about codification developed with better answers pairing arguments and 

developing a real sense of debate backed by well selected examples. The more 

contemporary examples were an effective way to select and deploy information 

precisely (AO1) to help build analysis (AO2).  

Weaker answers tended to offer arguments with little evidence limiting the 

ability to access the higher-level mark bands or stray more into descriptions of 

constitutions which really moved away from answering the question. There was 

still a tendency to write all the arguments for then all the arguments against 

more like a list than a real debate, sometimes making it harder to really develop 

analysis (AO2) and evaluation (AO3).  



 

Examiner Comment 

This is a clear introduction. It sets up the debate, defines codified and uncodified 

and details a clear direction of travel for the answer.   

 

 



 



 



 



 



 

Examiner Comment 

This is a very strong and detailed Level 5 answer. It clearly pairs up the 

arguments from the opposing views on this question to create a real sense of 

debate throughout the answer. The debates are illustrated through an effective 

selection of evidence, including some very contemporary examples. This helps to 

build effective analysis and the essay clearly argues throughout to a clear 

conclusion. By the time the conclusion is reached, there is no doubt which view 

the candidate has been arguing towards. There are clear synoptic links to 

democracy, referenda, rights, and political parties. 



Question 4(b) 

This answer was the less popular of the two and candidates adopted a wide 

range of different approaches to the answer. There was more difficulty in 

candidates meeting the wording – “refer to one post-1997 Prime Minister and 

one pre-1997 Prime Minister”.  It was important for candidates to note and 

follow this instruction and the use of a wide range of evidence really helped to 

develop more analytical answers.  

Generally, candidates were able to include effective synoptic links back in 

particular to elections and political parties from Component 1(synoptic being part 

of A01).  

Timing was all important here; candidates needed to ensure that they gave 

themselves adequate time to really do justice to the longer essay format.  

Structure was also crucial here. The most effective structure started with a short 

but clear introduction that detailed the nature of the debate, defined the ways in 

which the House of Commons aims to exert significant control over the Prime 

Minister. Next paragraphs were built using an effective pairing of argument – for 

and against significant control with clear analysis (AO2) – to build mini 

conclusions (AO3) throughout the answer. These mini conclusions offered 

steppingstone judgements that took the answer to the conclusion (AO3). The 

most effective conclusions were the ones that the reader could write for 

themselves in their own mind from reading the main body of the essay and 

found it matched the actual conclusion on paper. 

Stronger answers used themes to create debate like size of majority, votes of no 

confidence, committees and PMQs exemplifying them with different PMs. This 

allowed a sense of argument to appear and allowed candidates to build 

evaluation.  

There were some issues here with candidates struggling to focus on the 

Commons and the PM, with the power of cabinet vs the PM, the Lords vs the PM 

and the Courts vs the PM all making appearances in a range of answers. Weaker 

answers tended to stray from the question, or just try to explain the answer by 

giving narratives about different PMs. 

There was still a tendency to write all the arguments for then all the arguments 

against more like a list than a real debate, sometimes making it harder to really 

develop analysis (AO2) and evaluation (AO3). 



 

Examiner’s Comment 

This introduction sets up the debate by defining the key factors that will be used 

to analyse the questions and lays out a clear direction of travel. It is short and to 

the point.  

 



 



 



 

Examiner Comment 

This is a Level 5 answer that clearly engages with the question. It uses a range 

of different PMs, including both post and pre 1997 PMs. There is an attempt to 

really use the factors to bring structure to the debate, create analysis and reach 

substantiated conclusions. The response also has a very strong, clear conclusion 

that finishes with a prediction on how this question will be resolved in the near 

term. There is clear synoptic links here back to political parties from Component 

1.  



 

 



 



 



 

 

 

 

 



Examiner’s Comment 

This answer is a Level 5 answer that shows clear focus on the question.  There is 

a good selection of evidence selected and deployed here including PMs from post 

and pre-1997. There are clear synoptic elements here to political parties, 

elections, and mandate. 

 

 

   

Paper Summary 

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

• Candidates and centres should be congratulated for the readiness for this 

exam series. 

• The importance of exam timing. 

• In Describe questions, the importance of focussing on the question and 

exemplifying the points made. 

• On Explain questions, using the source as a springboard to answer the 

question. 

• On Assess questions, comparing the sources, showing similarities and 

differences to build clear analysis and evaluation in answering the 

question. Conclusions must be reached.  

• The need to plan essay answers so that responses have a clear structure 

that focusses on the demands of the question. 

• The essay questions are on the big debates in politics, so answers should 

read like a debate where competing views are considered to reach a clear 

judgement on the question. 

• The use of contemporary examples can really strengthen analysis in 

answers to the questions. 

• The effective use of key terms from the specification helps lift the quality 

of responses. 

• The importance of introductions and conclusions in essay questions.  
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