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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. In particular, Question 2 and Question 3 were 

answered to a high standard.  

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) 

Most candidates were able to describe at least one role of a Peer in the House of 

Lords. 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 their role in holding the government to account, in scrutinising legislation, 

and sharing their expertise and experience in a particular area of policy. A good 

example of this here was where candidates could talk about Peers and their role in 

scrutinising legislation, by amending legislation and the process of “ping-pong”. 

Stronger answers were able to deploy key terminology from the specification in their 

writing and use modern examples, including Peers who have been highly active in 

the House of Lords or recent legislation, such as the Safety of Rwanda Act.  

Weaker answers tended to focus more on who Peers are, their behaviour and what 

they could not do, rather than remaining focussed on their roles. A lack of 

exemplification, or the selection of examples was ineffective such as picking Peers to 

reflect specialism who had very weak attendance and voting records, also made it 

difficult to really develop any depth in the answers.  



 



 

 

Examiner Comment 

This is a Level 3 response; it is very effective by getting straight into the answer and 

highlights three key roles, with some development and exemplification. To improve, 

the exemplification here could be stronger by for instance, using a contemporary 

example of a Bill to illustrate the legislative function.  

 

 

 

 



 



 

Examiner Comment 

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

good exemplification. Notice there is no need for an introduction or conclusion here 

as this answer is about A01 only, and so needs to show accurate and comprehensive 

knowledge effectively linked to the question to reach Level 3. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Question 1(b) 

This question focussed on the convention of individual ministerial responsibility and 

drew a wide range of responses. The main approach adopted was to get straight into 

describing how Ministers can be held to account and forced to resign or be sacked, 

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

responses. 

Many candidates were able to detail that Individual Ministerial Responsibility 

involved Ministers having to accept responsibility for their personal behaviour and 

actions and could provide examples of where Ministers had lost their job for personal 

misconduct, with Matt Hancock used as a common example. Stronger answers could 

explain the nature of a convention and could also explain how Individual Ministerial 

Responsibility also applied in cases of policy or administrative failure with good 

examples. A good understanding of key terminology of the specification provided a 

good framework for answering this question. It was good to see lots of modern 

examples here from the 2019 Parliament, although some candidates were still using 

examples from the past, which are relevant but perhaps not quite as effective. 

Weaker answers just focussed on the element of personal misconduct or lacked 

exemplification. A more structural problem was where candidates confused 

Individual Ministerial Responsibility with Collective Ministerial Responsibility.   



 



 

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 convention of Individual Ministerial 

responsibility, with development and examples. The exemplification here is 

contemporary.  

 

 



Examiner Comment 

This is a Level 3 answer, with a range of examples from historical to contemporary. 

It really covers a good range of different applications of Individual Ministerial 

Responsibility. One area for improvement would be much greater accuracy in the 

use of the Gavin Williamson example. 

 



 

Examiner Comment  

This is a Level 3 answer, with a range of examples from historical to contemporary. 

It really covers a good range of different applications of Individual Ministerial 

Responsibility. One area for improvement would be much greater accuracy in the 

use of the Gavin Williamson example. 

 

 



Question 2  

This question is a compulsory question and focussed on source skills, with marks 

awarded for A01 and A02. The subject area was the factors that Prime Ministers 

consider when appointing their Cabinet. 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 what Prime Ministers have considered in choosing their cabinet 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 and why this factor was 

considered by Prime Ministers in choosing their cabinet. Stronger answers remained 

clearly focussed on the question throughout. 

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

explaining the factors.  

 



 



 

Examiner Comment 

This is a Level 3 response that remains clearly focussed on the question, as it keeps 

coming back to “factors”. It clearly uses the source as a springboard to develop its 

explanation of how and why certain factors are considered by PMs in selecting their 

cabinet. 



 



 

Examiner Comment 

This is a Level 3 answer that achieves this level due that the fact it demonstrates 

comprehensive and precise knowledge and consistent and sustained analysis of 

political information.  

 

 



Question 3 

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

case, assessing whether select committees exert significant influence on 

government. 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 very valuable, 

although an introduction is not necessary. 

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. A good contextual understanding of the 

role of select committees in checking and reporting on the work of government 

departments was clearly very helpful.   

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 or ignore the element of similarities 

and differences, and this really limits the ability to score well under the mark 

scheme. Other answers found the question a challenge, as there was a lack of clarity 

about the role of select committees.   



 



 

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 whether select 

committees exert significant influence on the government.  

 



Question 4 (a) 

This question was the less popular of the two optional essay questions. Most 

candidates were able to “refer to both ultra vires and judicial review” in answering 

the question, although some candidates struggled to define the two key terms. 

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 ultra vires and 

judicial review 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 

the idea that Supreme Court has significant influence over the Executive 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 answered with a range of different arguments about whether the 

Supreme Court was able to exert significant influence over the Executive 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 struggle to define judicial review and ultra vires, leading 

to some confusion in how to answer the question. Secondly, a main area for 

differentiation was whether candidates really focussed in on the Executive branch 

rather than getting dragged into a wider debate about checks and balances. 

Exemplification was also key – knowledge of relevant and contemporary cases made 

a big difference to being able to access the full range of the mark scheme. 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 Level 4 answer, that uses different Supreme Court cases as its structure, 

and with each case examines whether the influence of the Supreme Court on the 

Executive can be seen as significant. An area for improvement would be more 

accuracy around the Rwanda policy Supreme Court ruling. The answer does cover 

judicial review and ultra vires but would perhaps benefit from a clear definition of 

the terms in the introduction.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 



 



 



 



 

Examiner Comment 

This is a Level 5/Level 4 boundary answer that adopts a very different approach to 

the answer above. There is a clear question focus and genuine sense of debate 

created in this answer with quite a good range of examples and some political 

vocabulary. There are very clear synoptic links.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Question 4(b) 

This answer was the more popular of the two questions and candidates adopted a 

wide range of different approaches to the answer. Nearly all candidates were able to 

refer to at least two devolved bodies, with many going beyond two although there 

was still a tendency to focus mostly on Scotland. 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 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, and defined the measures 

against which devolution could be judged to be a success or not. 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 democratisation, 

decentralisation of power, modernisation of the UK and desire to keep the United 

Kingdom united.  

There were some issues here with candidates overly focussing on Scotland. In some 

cases, candidates went devolved body by devolved body which could work well but 

could sometimes lead to just repeating the same arguments for different devolved 

areas creating quite a narrow debate. 

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 is a Level 5 answer that is a good example of a thematic approach, that judges 

success against the aims of devolution covering a broad range of devolved areas 

with some good examples. There is a clear line of argument, a good question focus 

and a good use of key political terminology. The answer contains a range of synoptic 

links too.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



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 and the improved source skills. 

• The importance of exam timing. Enough time needs to be factored in to 

handle the essay question.  

• 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 judgements 

throughout that naturally build to a clear conclusion. 

• 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. 

• Introductions should include definitions where needed, set up the debate and 

give a clear direction of travel. 
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