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Introduction 

This was the tenth paper in this 2015 new specification for IAL Law.  

The 2015 style Paper 1 contains 5 questions of 20 marks each. There is no 

question choice on the paper, candidates are required to answer all questions. 

The format of the paper is that the first four questions consist of short to 

medium multi-part questions and the last question on the paper is a problem-

solving question worth 20 marks.  

The paper is worth 50% of the total IAL raw marks. The subject content for the 

paper is selected from the nature, purpose of and liability in Law, and the 

sources of English law, its enforcement and administration. 

Candidates are again strongly advised to ensure that their handwriting is legible 
and remains so for the entire paper. It is appreciated that candidates are rushing 

to complete the paper in a limited time, but legibility is important. The 
handwriting on a number of scripts was extremely small, and very difficult to 

decipher. 

Most candidates attempted all questions, although some candidates omitted to 
answer questions 3b, 3c, 4b and 4c. This would appear to be because of lack of 
knowledge, rather than time issues, as most candidates managed to complete 

question 5, the question with 20 marks, at the end of the paper.  

Candidates are advised to read the whole paper before starting, as there were 
instances of repetition of information, particularly in questions 2b and 2c and 

also in questions 4b and 4c. 

The interpretation of questions and their command words still needs to be 
improved upon. Candidates must remember that each part of a question is 

marked in isolation, so if the correct information for part a of a question is put 
wrongly in the answer to part b of that question rather than in part a, no marks 
will be awarded for that information. That does not mean that candidates should 

put all they know on a topic down three times for sections a, b, and c of a 
question. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

General issues 

 

Questions carrying 2 or 4 marks are asking candidates for points- based answers 

which means they could receive a mark for every correct and accurate point made 



in answering the question. Space provided for answers should inform candidates of 

the length of the required response. Command words such as ’State’, ‘Describe’ or 

‘Explain’, gain marks for providing knowledge, description or explanation and 

providing examples for exemplification of specific legal concepts. 

Questions worth 6, 10,12,14 or 20 marks are asking candidates to provide an 

explanation, assessment, analysis or evaluation of a given legal concept or issue 

using a combination of appropriate legal knowledge together with an assessment of 

the issue. Candidates’ answers are awarded a mark based on the level of response 

they display.  

Questions asking for ‘Analyse’ require candidates to weigh up a legal issue with 

accurate knowledge supported by authorities or legal theories and to display 

developed reasoning and balance.  

Questions asking for ‘Evaluation’ additionally require a balanced and justified 

conclusion based on this reasoning. 

 

 

Question 1a: (4 Marks) 

 This question is a points-based one where the candidate needs to describe the 

first and the last stages of the parliamentary process that a bill must follow before 

becoming an Act of Parliament.   Two marks were available for each stage 

selected. One for naming the stage and another for describing it, giving detail or 

an example. 

The question worked well as an introduction to the paper with most candidates 

able to score the A01 marks. A02 provided the differentiation for better 

performing candidates. 

The first of the examples below was awarded full marks of 4, the second example 

only scored 1mark.  

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

Question 1b: (6 Marks) 

This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level based on 

where this best fitted the level descriptors. 

The question was ‘Analyse how effective the Golden Rule is at helping judges to 

interpret statutes’.  

The command word in this question was ‘Analyse’. Candidates were required in 

their answer to analyse the effectiveness of the Golden Rule of interpretation.  

For level 1 candidates were only able to provide isolated elements of knowledge. 

For level 2 candidates provided elements of knowledge and understanding.  

For level 3 candidates demonstrated detailed understanding supported by relevant 

examples. 

As the part B of the question, this was a more challenging question for candidates. 

The question performed well in differentiating weaker candidates. Better 

responses were able to illustrate their analysis with case examples. 

However, candidates’ answers often just named the rules of interpretation. Others 

described or explained the Golden rule in varying degrees of detail. Very few 

answers used and applied case examples or actually analysed the rule. Some 

answers were very simplistic, but a few were detailed. Therefore, this question 

was not answered as well as anticipated.  

 

The first example below was awarded a level 3 mark, and the second a level 2. 



 

 

 



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Question 1c: (10 Marks) 

The command word in this question was ‘Assess’, which was looking for an 

extended answer, weighing up and balancing the advantages and disadvantages of 

the Parliamentary law making process, with some illustrations and cases.  Often 

answers were just a brief numbered list and therefore contained no assessment. 

Some candidates did achieve high marks, but some failed to read the question 

properly and did not focus on what was required.  

This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level based on 

where this best fitted the level descriptors. The question was ‘Assess the 

advantages and disadvantages of the Parliamentary law making process. 

This question was one in which the answers distinguished stronger candidates, who 

provided balanced assessment with examples. Candidates must answer the question 

set and not turn it into the question they want to see or have prepared for.  

For level 1 candidates gave isolated elements of knowledge. 

For level 2 candidates demonstrated some understanding and began to make 

connections. 

For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding and attempts 

application using examples. 

For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding, logical 

chains of reasoning and good application.  

The answer shown below was awarded marks at the bottom of the level 4 band.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 1c: (10 Marks) 

 

 

 

 

Question 2a: (2 Marks) 

This question is a points-based one where the candidate needs to describe the 

meaning of mediation in civil dispute resolution.       

The command word is ‘describe’ which requires for one mark the correct 

description of mediation or a mediator and then another one mark for an 

additional example / explanation about mediation.  

Examiner tip 

Try and use case law to enhance your 

mark. This will mean your answers will be 

more concise and focused and it would 

have improved this answer and the mark 

given. 

 



This question was not answered as well as expected and a lot of candidates only 

gained 1 mark as they either missed out that the mediator is neutral, or that 

mediation is done in private, and that the mediator is just a facilitator.  

The first example below is an example of a good 2 mark response to this question, 

but the second example only scored 1 mark. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Question 2b: (4 Marks) 

This question is a points-based one where the candidate needs to ‘Explain the role 

of tribunals in civil dispute resolution’. 

 The command word here is ‘explain’ which requires candidates to explain the 

meaning of ‘tribunal’ and its role in resolving disputes. This could be a definition 

with examples to gain the full marks. 

Candidates did not do well on this question, often providing muddled answers, or 

missing the question out altogether. The two examples below are examples of 

good/better answers. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Question 2c: (14 Marks) 

This question asked ‘Evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of civil dispute 

resolution over going to court to settle disputes’ and was marked using                                                                                                                    

a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The candidates’ answers were assessed in 

their entirety and allocated a level based on where this best fitted the level 

descriptors. The command word in this question was ‘Evaluate’, which was looking 

for an extended answer, weighing up the advantages and disadvantages of the 

different methods of civil dispute resolution compared to using the courts, with 

some examples or cases as illustrations.   

All too often it was obvious that Candidates had not read the question properly and 

did not focus on what the question was actually asking, merely writing what they 

thought it meant, and often just anything they knew about the topic. However, 

even weaker candidates were able to provide detail on some of the areas covered 

by the question, and gain some marks. 

Candidates must answer the question set and not turn it into the question they 

want to see or have prepared for.  

For level 1 candidates gave isolated elements of knowledge. 

For level 2 candidates demonstrated some understanding and began to make 

connections. 



For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding and attempts 

application using examples. 

For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding, logical 

chains of reasoning and good application.  

The answer below was awarded marks at the middle of band 3.  

 

 



 



 
Question 3a: (2 Marks) 

This question is a points-based question. 

The command word is ‘describe’ which requires which requires for one mark the 

burden of proof and then another one mark for an additional example of the 

burden, i.e. who the burden is on. 

This question was not answered as well as expected and a lot of candidates only 

gained 1 mark as they either misread ‘civil’ for ‘criminal’ or missed out ‘the 

plaintiff’ or ‘on the balance of probabilities’.  

The first example below is an example of a good 2 mark response to this question, 

but the second example only scored 1 mark. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Question 3b: (6 Marks) 

This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level based on 

where this best fitted the level descriptors. 

The command word in this question was ‘Explain’. Candidates were required in 

their answer to  ‘Explain the purpose of the different types of damages that can be 

awarded to settle civil disputes’.  

For level 1 candidates were only able to provide isolated elements of knowledge. 

For level 2 candidates provided elements of knowledge and understanding.  

For level 3 candidates demonstrated detailed understanding supported by relevant 

examples. 

Candidates’ answers were expected to name and explain general, special, nominal 

and exemplary damages and that damages are often unable to put the claimant 

back in the position they were in before civil action, especially if the injuries 

result in permanent disability. Some answers were very simplistic, but a few were 

detailed so this question was not answered as well as anticipated. Additionally, it 

was obvious that a number of centres had not covered this topic in teaching, and 

their candidates did not answer the question. Answers from centres where the 

topic had been taught were detailed and good. 

 

The example below was level 3. 

 



 

 

Question 3c: (12 Marks) 

This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level based on 

where this best fitted the level descriptions. Assess the advantages and 

disadvantages of the equitable remedies available to resolve civil disputes.        

The command word in this question was ‘Assess’, which was looking for an 

extended answer with discussion, assessment, examples and a conclusion on the 

advantages and disadvantages of having two separate legal professions. 

Candidates were expected to provide some detail and knowledge about equitable 

remedies before assessing both the advantages and disadvantages of these and 

then justifying their arguments in a conclusion.  

Again, it was obvious that a number of centres had not covered this topic in 

teaching, and either their candidates did not answer the question at all, or the 

question was done badly. Knowledge was poor, answers were vague. There was 

little reference to Injunctions, specific performance, rectification and recission or 

equitable estoppel, indeed many candidates wrote about damages again. 

Answers from centres where the topic had been taught were detailed and good. 

 

For level 1 candidates demonstrated isolated elements of knowledge 



For level 2 candidates demonstrated some elements of understanding and began to 

apply their knowledge to the question. 

For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding of the question 

supported by relevant examples or authorities and attempted to balance reasoning 

and provide an assessment. 

For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding and an 

awareness of competing arguments of the strengths and weaknesses with balanced 

interpretations, reasoning and a sound assessment. 

The answer below is an example of a band 3 answer. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 4a: (4 marks) 

  The command word is ‘Explain’ which requires candidates to show their 

knowledge and explain what the difference is between a Regulation and a 

Directive in European Union Law.  

This question is a points-based one where candidates were expected to provide an 

explanation of both terms and then for the extra mark to provide extra detail or an 

example. 

The question was done well, with many answers scoring 4 marks, as in the example 

below. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Question 4b: (6 marks)  

This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level based on 
where this best fitted the level descriptions. 

Candidates were required in their answer to ‘Explain the role of the Commission in 

the European Union.  

For level 1 candidates were only able to provide isolated elements of knowledge. 

For level 2 candidates provided elements of knowledge and understanding.  

For level 3 candidates demonstrated detailed understanding supported by relevant 

examples. 

Candidates’ answers were expected to name and explain the role, composition and 

importance of the Commission and illustrate this with examples of their work. 

Some answers were very simplistic, but a few were detailed so this question was 

not answered as well as anticipated.  

Although this is a straightforward question, some centres/ candidates obviously 

knew nothing about the topic. Some centres or candidates had banked on this 

topic not being on the paper after Brexit, and missed out the question completely, 

or their answers contained little of relevance. Although those who did know the 

topic, did well.  

                                                                                                              

Responses were expected to include:- 



Role and composition  

• The European Commission is the senior executive branch of the EU. A 

commissioner is selected from each member country to form a cabinet. 

They swear allegiance to the European Union and act on behalf of the 

union as a whole rather than their own country. One commissioner is 

called to be the President.  

• The role of the European Commission is to develop strategies for the 

whole of the EU and to draft legislation, make rules and regulations and to 

represent the EU in trade negotiations (Article 17 of the Treaty if the 

European Union).  

Importance  

• It is the only body within the EU framework that can create law. This is so 

that there is one voice in the creation of pan-European law. Most of its 

laws relate to trading relations between member countries and beyond. 

However, it is now beginning to develop criminal law. This was challenged 

in the ECJ but upheld.  

Assessment of role, composition and importance 

Below are two of the better answers, both were marked as top of band 2. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Question 4c: (10 marks) 

This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level based on 

where this best fitted the level descriptions. 

The command word in this question was ‘Assess’, which was looking for an 

extended answer using examples. The question required a balanced assessment of 

the role of the European Court of Justice in settling disputes. 

Not many candidates provided good answers to this question or made use of 

examples and cases. Again, although this is a straightforward question, some 

centres/ candidates obviously knew nothing about the topic. Some centres or 

candidates had banked on this topic not being on the paper after Brexit, and 

missed out the question completely, or their answers contained little of relevance. 

Although those who did know the topic, did well.  

 

For level 1 candidates demonstrated isolated elements of knowledge 

For level 2 candidates demonstrated some understanding and began to apply their 

knowledge appropriately to the question. 

For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding of the question 

supported by relevant examples. 



For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding 

exemplified with appropriate, well explained and applied authorities.  

The example below scored in the top band. 

 

 

 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Question 5: (20 marks) 

This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level based on 

where this best fitted the level descriptions. This is the question candidates need 

to spend some time on, due to the fact that there are no subsections to the 

question and therefore the total question marks of 20 are based around a single 

answer. 

The command word in this question was ‘Evaluate’, which was looking for an 

extended answer. Candidates were expected to evaluate using examples the 

importance and impact that the Hart/Devlin debate has had on the relationship 

between law and morality. 

Candidates were expected to illustrate their answers and use relevant case 

examples and justify an argument and their conclusion.  

Most candidates managed their time well to complete this last question on the 

paper, and candidates found it a topic that they knew at least something about. 

So, although the really good answers were few and far between, most candidates 

managed to get marks in at least band 2 or band 3. Some learners wasted time on 

a detailed description of the difference between law and morality, while some 

spent most of their answer talking just about the case law, rather than focussing 

on the question asked.  

For level 1 candidates demonstrated isolated elements of knowledge relating to 

law and morality 

For level 2 candidates demonstrated some understanding and began to apply their 

knowledge appropriately to the question. 

For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding of the question 

supported by relevant examples. 

Examiner tip 

Try to focus on the question with your answer and identify the key issues required to enhance 

your mark. This will mean your answers will be more concise and focused. 

 



For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding 

exemplified with appropriate, well explained and applied examples to reach a 

justified conclusion on the topic. 

The example below was a very good top band answer. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Paper Summary 

Based on their performance on this paper, candidates are offered the following 

advice: 

• Read the questions and pay careful attention to what the command words 

are asking you to do. This will mean your answers will be more focused. 

• Look at the marks allocated to the question and spend only the appropriate 

amount of time on the question based on the marks. 

• In a question with several parts, read all the parts and decide what 

information to put in each part before starting part a. 

• Use examples to illustrate definitions or points made in the short answer 

questions and additionally relevant case law and legislation to illustrate 

longer answers. 

• Provide balanced answers when asked to provide advantages and 

disadvantages. 

• Provide a conclusion for ‘evaluate’ questions.  

• Make sure your writing is legible and not too small. 
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