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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. A second key area that is worth consideration 

is structure; it is vital that candidates have a clear structure to their essay 

questions so that they can really explore the big debates in UK Government 

effectively. 

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 feature of the Royal 

Prerogative. The main approach adopted was to get straight into describing the 

features, 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 

features, including the power of hire and fire of ministers, the power to issue 

honours, the power to conduct foreign policy and to go into conflict. Stronger 

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

writing and use modern examples, including understanding that Prerogative 

powers are powers which have belonged to the monarch since the Middle Ages, 

but in modern times are exercised largely by government ministers.  

Weaker answers tended to focus more on the role of the Monarch or lacked a 

clear understanding of the features of the Royal Prerogative. A lack of 

exemplification, or the selection of examples lead to scoring lower in the mark 

scheme. 

Examiner Comment 

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

and highlights key features of the Royal Prerogative and provides clear 

examples.  



 



 

Question 1(b) 

This question focussed on the role and composition of the Supreme Court. The 

main approach adopted was to get straight into the role and composition of the 

Supreme Court, which was exactly right as there is no need for an introduction 

or conclusion in these responses. 

Many candidates were able to detail some of the roles of the Supreme Court as 

an appeals court, including: 

• It is the final court of appeal for all United Kingdom civil cases, and 

criminal cases from England, Wales and Northern Ireland. 

• It hears appeals on arguable points of law of public importance. 

• It concentrates on cases of the greatest public and constitutional 

importance. 

Stronger answers could explain the role of the Court by looking at specific cases 

such as the two Miller/Cherry cases, the Rwanda case, the Begum case and the 



recent Equalities Act case.  Stronger answers then looked at the composition of 

the Court, describing the number of justices, how they were selected, who they 

are and the levels of representation.  

Weaker answers tended to do either composition or role, but not both or failed 

to really engage with the key terms in the question, role and composition.  

Examiner Comment: 

This is a Level 3 response. This answer does cover both the role of the Court 

(judicial review/ultra vires) and its composition (the JAC and lack of social 

representation) with the use of effective political vocabulary. The use of the 

HRA, Equalities Act, link to the rule of law as well as the Ashers case and the 

prorogation case all help develop the nature of the comprehensive and accurate 

knowledge effectively linked to the question.  



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 



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 significance of the Salisbury 

Convention for the House of Lords. 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 why the Salisbury Convention is significant for the House of Lords. 

This was often done by using a short quote from the source, then explaining how 

the Salisbury convention was significant. 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 significance or tended to explain the Salisbury Convention 

without focussing on significance. It is important for candidates to really focus 

on the words of the question.   

Examiner Comment 

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

keeps coming back to “significance”. It clearly uses the source as a springboard 

to develop its explanation of how and why the Salisbury Convention can be seen 

as significant for the House of Lords. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Question 3 

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

this case, assessing whether the uneven nature of devolution is a major 

problem. 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 reasons for and impact of uneven devolution was very 

important.  

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. Again, the words of the question were important here and the 

best answers picked up both on the word “uneven” and the words “major 

problem”.  

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 the 

uneven nature of devolution is a major problem.  



 



 

 

 

 

 

  



Question 4 (a) 

This question was marginally the more popular of the two optional essay 

questions. Most candidates were able to refer to both a pre-1997 and a post 

1997 Prime Minister, although there remained a tendency to talk more about 

Blair and Thatcher rather than more recent Prime Ministers. Generally, 

candidates were able to include effective synoptic links back in particular to 

elections and parties 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 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 the Prime 

Minister’s power depends largely on the Cabinet with clear analysis (AO2) – to 

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

offered stepping stone 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 approaches and structures. 

Some adopted for an approach where they went by Prime Minister, although 

sometimes this had the effect of seeing the repetition of points and less analysis, 

whilst others used different themes such as whether the PM’s power relies on 

cabinet or relies on party and/or Parliament or the size of the majority or public 

image/media perception. The more contemporary examples were an effective 

way to select and deploy information precisely (AO1) to help build analysis 

(AO2).  

Weaker answers tended to talk about other factors than cabinet, whilst not really 

focussing in on the stated factor of “cabinet” in the question. Secondly, a main 

area for differentiation was whether candidates really focussed in on whether the 

Prime Minister’s power depends largely on the Cabinet or ended up almost 

narrating the time in power of three different Prime Ministers. 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. The very 

best answers could compare more recent PMs back to more historical PMs to 

draw out effective analysis. 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 5 answer. Right from the introduction, it is clear what is being 

argued; it explores cabinet and alternative factors to cabinet and keeps coming 

back to the question. There is some excellent political vocabulary and some 

every effectively selected evidence, including some very contemporary 

examples, to underpin the analysis and evaluation. There are plenty of synoptic 

links back to Paper One.  

 

   



 

 



 



 



 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Question 4(b) 

This answer was the marginally less 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 both parliament and other possible locations of 

sovereignty. 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(the synoptic element 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 

term sovereignty. Next paragraphs were built using an effective pairing of 

argument – for and against the idea that parliament is no longer sovereign with 

clear analysis (AO2) – to build mini conclusions (AO3) throughout the answer. 

These mini conclusions offered stepping stone 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 sovereignty moving to the 

executive, moving to the devolved bodies, moving to the Supreme Court, 

moving to popular sovereignty in the form of referenda or the impact of leaving 

the EU on sovereignty.  

There were some issues here with candidates losing focus on Parliament being 

no longer sovereign. In some cases, candidates talked about the House of Lords 

acting as a limit on Parliamentary sovereignty despite the Lords being part of 

Parliament and there was confusion around the role of the Courts with weaker 

answers focussing on the Courts ability to limit the power of the Executive rather 

than their impact on parliamentary sovereignty. Better answers understood that 

discussing declarations of incompatibility’s impact on the sovereignty of 

Parliament and using the Miller/Cherry cases to show how parliament was still 

sovereign was a more fruitful route.  

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 4 answer. There is a nice clear line of argument from the start, 

which is developed throughout leading to the conclusion. There is a good use of 



political terminology. There is a focus on the question, and a clear understanding 

of sovereignty and the debate around it.  

 

 

 



 



 

 

 

 



   

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. 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 ability to be able to define key terms is also crucial. 

• 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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