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Introduction

The paper performed as expected, with questions being accessible to all candidates and

challenging enough to differentiate between them. Candidates and centres should be

congratulated for making the study of UK Government and non-core ideas a wide-ranging, rich

and rewarding experience.

The quality of work from many candidates was very high and there was much evidence of

personal engagement with the big political debates raised by the questions. Candidates were

confident and willing to develop a clear line of argument, utilise contemporary evidence, and

employ key political terminology.

Two common issues that arose were ensuring the timing was sufficient to give each question its

due consideration and the utilisation of pre-prepared essay plans that were used without being

shaped to the question asked.

The key point is to address the question. If the question is that the UK constitution is not working,

then candidates need to assess what it is supposed to do so that they can argue whether it is

working or not. If the question is about whether Prime Ministers now have too much power, then

they need to assess what has changed to make this statement accurate and why it is inaccurate.

Where the question asks whether backbenchers in the House of Commons are increasingly

effective at carrying out their roles, then it is vital to detail what their roles are and to address the

idea of increasingly.

Sources

In the source questions, it was pleasing to see candidates engaging with the political information

in the source to develop an argument in relation to the question set. Effective structures were

used to pair-up the arguments to develop comparative analysis and work towards substantiated

judgements. The judgement of the strength of the pairs of arguments saw varied approaches,

with some judgement substantiated effectively and others merely stated.

Introductions were shorter and sharper, setting up the debate and establishing a clear line of

arguments. Conclusions were less strong, often working as summaries, rather than conclusions.

Essays

Essay questions were generally well-structured, engaged with the question, used good political

vocabulary, and looked to develop a sense of debate. Whilst it was good to see clear lines of

argument emerging, there is still a need to develop judgements that are substantiated more

effectively by the evidence presented and the analysis that was developed.

The line of argument needs to go beyond only being stated, to being developed effectively, to

convince the reader. One area to consider is the use of evidence: too often, answers drew on

historical evidence, rather than using that historical evidence as context to compare with more

contemporary examples to draw out conclusions and judgements.

Non-core ideas
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It was pleasing to see that the non-core political questions were answered well, overall, and there

was a stronger use of key political terminology. Writing in the language of the political idea allows

the candidates to write with greater depth and perception, whilst also making it possible to write

shorter, more hard-hitting responses.

Most candidates did look to develop the comparative analysis around the differences and

similarities between strands, supported by key thinkers, to reach judgements. Where candidates

considered disagreements, they tended to show some very strong comparative analysis skills,

whilst the agreements tended to be more stated than developed. In those judgements there is

still a need to focus on the question stem and provide a clear answer to “extent”.

Timing across the paper was an issue again this year, and the answers on non-core political ideas

were typically the responses that were either very short or incomplete.
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Question 1(a)

This question was the more popular of the two source questions, with a wide range of answers

on display. The question was accessible, whilst offering enough challenge to differentiate.

Candidates were able to engage with the political information in the source, using the key

arguments from the source to build the skeleton for their essay. Performance was more varied in

terms of developing the debate from the political information in the source and selecting topical

evidence to help generate effective analysis and judgements.

Engagement with the question was crucial to reaching the higher-level mark bands. Stronger

answers were able to select the political information effectively from the source and pair-up the

arguments from it to develop a high-level debate with a clear line of argument regarding whether

the UK constitution is not working effectively. The best answers contextualised the question by

thinking about what the constitution is supposed to do, and to debate whether it was working or

not.

Weaker answers tended to want to turn the question into a debate about whether the UK should

have a codified constitution, without focussing sufficiently on the question.

Stronger answers were able to select their evidence carefully, ensuring it was contemporary, to

support their analysis and understanding. For instance, candidates were able to make a case that

the UK has become an elective dictatorship due to the vulnerability of its constitutional

arrangements. They utilised the way the Johnson government looked to impose its will on

Parliament or the fact that the current Starmer government dominates the parliamentary system,

despite not enjoying widespread support in the country as measured by the 2024 General

Election result. In exploring further, candidates often looked at Johnson’ prorogation of

Parliament and the Cherry/Miller (No 2) ruling, or the ruling that the Rwanda scheme was

unlawful and the subsequent Safety of Rwanda Act.

In terms of the constitution being out-of-date, candidates selected evidence carefully about the

role of the Monarchy, the unelected Lords and the nature of the election system. In looking at the

opposing view that the constitution works by addressing problems as they arise, candidates

looked at the reforms to the House of Lords over the last hundred years coming right up-to-date

with Starmer’s proposed House of Lords (Hereditary Peers) Bill.

Structure was very important here. Answers that did not pair up naturally-competing viewpoints

found it difficult to develop their analysis thoroughly, to reach logical judgments. Answers that did

not use the political information in the source effectively to set up the debate – or did use the

source but did not develop the arguments within it – found it difficult to build effective

Assessment Objective (AO)2 and AO3. Answers that used historical evidence, evidence that did

not fit with the context of the debate or hardly any evidence, also had difficulty engaging with the

question. Areas where confusion arose including confusing the government and parliament, the

powers of the Supreme Court and misunderstandings around the Rwanda case.

In terms of developing A03, many candidates did have a clear line of argument in the introduction

and did build in mini-conclusions at the end of the comparative analysis of a pair of arguments

building to the conclusion. Often, these judgements still felt more stated than developed, and

where judgements or conclusions were either unexpected or unconvincing, the A03 was weaker.
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Too often, conclusions only repeated the paragraph themes or mini-conclusions, rather than 
answering the question succinctly, showing why that judgement can be reached and 
contextualising it within the current political situation.

GCE Politics 9PL0 02 5



6 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



GCE Politics 9PL0 02 7



8 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



GCE Politics 9PL0 02 9



10 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



This answer focusses on the question, with a clear line of argument developed throughout.

It selects and deploys the key political information from the source to establish the debate

with effective pairing, before building the analysis to reach supported conclusions.

It is noteable that there is perceptively-selected evidence deployed to analyse and evaluate

the key arguments raised in the source.

The conclusion is perhaps not as sharp as the rest of the answer, but overall this is a

focussed, well-developed answer.

Level 5

Conclusions should answer the question directly; they should be succinct and justify why

you have reached that conclusion.
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There is;

• a clear line of argument developed throughout the answer with some perceptive

analysis, well-selected evidence and supported judgements

• utilisation of the political information from the source to generate the debate, which

remains focussed on the question

• a good use of political vocabulary. The evidence that is selected includes a number of

contemporary examples

Level 5

If the conclusion can be written from reading the rest of the essay, and it matches the

conclusion, then that shows generally that a clear line of arguments has been maintained

throughout.
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There is:

• no clear line of argument established in the introduction although the answer does

focus on the question that was set

• mostly accurate knowledge selected and deployed, with mostly focussed comparative

analysis

• some generally relevant evaluation with some focussed conclusions

Level 3

Remember to establish a clear line of argument in the introduction that should act as the

golden thread that runs throughout the answer.
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Question 1(b)

This question was the less popular of the two source questions, but with a wide range of answers

shown and a series of different conclusions. The question was accessible, whilst offering enough

challenge to differentiate.

There was quite a wide range of approaches to the question, with some candidates showing

breadth and others more depth: both were effective. There were some candidates who wrote a

more generic devolution essay, and this limited the development of an effective answer to the

question.

In general, there was a real attempt to engage with the question of whether it is now time for an

English Parliament, and some clear lines of argument were developed. Stronger answers were

able effectively to pair-up arguments from the source to create a high-level debate about the

need for an English Parliament and were able to focus on the 'now' element of the question. This

allowed candidates to show perceptive comparative analysis of the political information in the

source.

The analysis was often supported by well-selected evidence, including some excellent

contemporary examples such as the:

• increasing number of devolved matters being handed over to devolved bodies

• relevance of the Barnett formula and fiscal devolution

• relevance of the West Lothian Question given the failure of English Votes for English Laws and

the General Election result of 2024

• success or otherwise of Metro Mayors, such as Andy Burnham, in electoral terms and in

relation to policy achievements

• Labour Party’s Devolution Priority Programme

Stronger answers had an effective structure. There was an introduction that established the

debate and a clear line of argument for the answer. Many candidates argued strongly for their

views on whether an English Parliament is now needed, whilst effectively analysing both sides of

the argument. The structure used well-paired arguments to reach supported judgements before

reaching strong conclusions. The strongest conclusions were often short, hard-hitting and felt

part of a well-argued answer, rather than simply an add-on.

Some structures were less effective. They did not pair-up the arguments from the source

effectively or attempted to write a pre-planned response rather than using the political

information in the source. One such example would be candidates trying to 'shoehorn in' a wider

debate about the success or otherwise of devolution.

The weakest structures rarely referred to the source and looked to develop their own arguments,

which can gain some AO1, but no AO2 or AO3, marks. Others listed arguments from the source

for an English Parliament and then against an English Parliament, limiting the ability to develop

more effective AO2 and AO3.

Once a pair of selected arguments had been debated, it was possible for candidates to create
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interim, substantiated judgements or incorporate judgements throughout. Sometimes, these 
judgements felt merely stated rather than argued towards, undermining their effectiveness. 
These interim judgements need to build towards the conclusion – where the interim judgements 
or the conclusion were a surprise to the reader, it was the case that the AO3 had not been 
developed well.
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There is:

• a clear question focus

• a developed line of argument

• an effective analysis of the political information provided in the source

Arguments are paired effectively, evidence is selected perceptively to evaluate the strength

of the arguments in the debate and this is used to build justified conclusions. There is a

good use of political terminology and contemporary evidence.

Level 5

The ability to use key political terminology with confidence can lift the quality of debate

substantially, within an essay.
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This is a well-focussed answer with a clear line of argument. It selects and pairs key

arguments carefully from the source, developing the analysis with perceptive selection of

relevant and contemporary evidence.

There is a clear conclusion to the essay that is a logical output from the essay, and

contextualises the issue very effectively.

Level 5

Drawing substantiated conclusions throughout the essay is an effective way to build your

way logically to a clear conclusion.
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This essay does aim to establish a clear line of argument, and does try to answer the

question set by working through competing arguments to reach a conclusion.

Across all the AOs, this answer meets the Level 3 descriptors.

Level 3

Logically pairing-up arguments from the source is key to an effective structure; evidence

should then be selected carefully to allow the answer to analyse and evaluate the strengths

and weaknesses of those competing arguments.
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Question 2(a)

This was the less frequently-answered of the two essay questions. The questions proved 
accessible and generated a wide array of answers as candidates took different approaches to 
structuring their answers.

The first hurdle for candidates was identifying correctly what ‘backbenchers’ were, so that they 
could then focus on how effectively backbenchers discharge their role. Better answers were able 
to define the role of backbenchers in their introduction, giving them something to measure 
effectiveness with, and offered a clear line of argument.

Some candidates thought backbenchers were only MPs from the governing party who did not 
have a ministerial portfolio. Others thought backbenchers could only be MPs from the opposition 
parties. While most candidates realised they needed to consider the role of backbench MPs in 
scrutiny of the executive, initiating or improving legislation and representation, a sizeable 
minority only looked at one or two of these roles.

Less-successful answers made generic comments without any real attempt to cite recent 
examples of the work of backbenchers or offered more historical, rather than contemporary, 
evidence. Most answers saw the need to provide balance, but some answers looked at MPs’ work 
solely from a positive or negative angle, which restricted their ability to progress further in the 
levels-based mark scheme. Public Bill Committees remain an area that is frequently 
misunderstood or used ineffectively, whilst knowledge on Select Committees, the Liaison 
Committee and the Backbench Business Committee was much stronger.

Whilst most answers did cover whether backbenchers were effective at their roles, many omitted 
the importance of the word “increasingly” in the question. Better answers tried to consider 
whether recent developments have allowed backbenchers to become more or less effective. 
Answers that considered the impact of the Wright Reforms, the fragmenting of the main political 
parties, the role of the Speaker, the fluctuating size of government majorities since 1997 and the 
steady increase in the selection and election of more socially diverse candidates, could achieve 
high marks, particularly if they evaluated evidence of effectiveness against continuing executive 
domination of the Commons. This focus on “increasingly” with contemporary evidence was the 
key to accessing the top bands in the mark scheme.

The synoptic element was generally well-covered in this question. Candidates were able to use 
'First Past the Post' (FPTP), the growing power of social media and the way in which parties have 
seen a breakdown of party discipline (or not) as part of their arguments.

Finally, often the A03 judgements made throughout the essay, or in the conclusion, were merely 
stated, rather than supported by the preceding debate. At times, they were something of a 
surprise, given the direction in which the essay had been going. The stronger answers had a clear 
line of argument throughout and looked to convince the reader why their view on the question 
was accurate.
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This answer clearly engages with the question.

It develops a line of arguments and investigates the concept of "increasingly".

The essay builds to a conclusion that is:

• succinct

• answers the question

• contextualises the answer

By defining the roles of backbenchers in the introduction, this answer provides a clear

roadmap of how it will test the idea of increasing effectiveness.

Level 5

If a question is focussing on effectiveness or success, it is important to define 'effective' at

what, or 'successful' at what.
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This response is well-structured, with some carefully-selected arguments and evidence.

There is a clear focus on achieving AO3 throughout the essay to build towards the

conclusion.

With a little more focus on 'increasingly,' this could be a Level 5 answer.

Level 4

Whilst the introduction matches the conclusion, in questions about effectiveness it can help

to focus the answer to outline 'effective at what'.
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There is a clear question focus here, starting with an introduction that establishes a line of

argument and the themes that the essay wishes to evaluate.

There is breadth to the evidence, which is selected perceptively to meet the questions.

Despite the odd inaccuracy, there is enough here to reach Level 5.

The evidence is also highly contemporary, which helps with the question focus. There is

strong synopticity in this answer.

Level 5

Synopticity should be incorporated into answers, so that it is a seamless part of the

argument being made.

GCE Politics 9PL0 02 65



66 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



GCE Politics 9PL0 02 67



68 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



GCE Politics 9PL0 02 69



70 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



The answer identifies three roles of backbenchers as three roles of Parliament: legislation,

scrutiny and representation.

The knowledge is mostly accurate, although there are some errors.

The examples are not particularly contemporary but there is an attempt to engage with the

question set.

Level 3

It is very important to know the different types of committees in Parliament thoroughly,

when answering questions about the role of backbenchers or the House of Commons.
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Question 2(b)

This was the more popular of the two essay questions. The question was accessible, offering

differentiation, and had the greatest array of different approaches of all of the essay questions.

A small number of answers presented very generic answers, often focussing on an Executive

versus the Legislature debate, rather than on the power of the Prime Minister (PM). Alternatively,

they presented a chronological summary of the careers of PMs from Blair to Starmer, without

comparing them or analysing the factors that might have enhanced or inhibited their power. It is

vital that candidates answer the question that is set, rather than writing a pre-planned generic

essay.

This question, perhaps more than any other, led to candidates utilising a lot of historical, rather

than contemporary, evidence. It is important to be able to analyse the question by using more

historical PMs to generate a sense of change over time, but they need to be compared with more

recent PMs to achieve the higher levels of analysis and evaluation. This was extremely important,

given the use of the word “now” in the question.

Better answers provided clearly-structured analysis of several factors that can influence a PM’s

power. It was pleasing to see some candidates addressing the:

• development of 24/7 media

• changing nature of results under FPTP

• growth of a Presidential style of politics with personalised election campaigns

• claiming by PMs of a personal mandate

• rising importance of the Downing Street machine

A clear discriminator was whether candidates addressed the idea that PMs had “now” become 
“too” powerful. Sharper answers related this to what had changed, or indeed whether anything 
had changed, and what it means to be “too” powerful.

When selecting and analysing evidence, the best answers compared the most recent PMs to 
previous PMs and focussed on whether anything had indeed changed. A good example here 
would be comparing the power of Blair in his first term and Starmer, given the similar sizes of 
their parliamentary majorities.
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This is a well-structured answer, that is clearly-planned and definitely focusses on the

concept of "too much" power.

There is a good range of well-selected, competing arguments backed by carefully-selected

evidence to underpin analysis and evaluation.

This answer has a particularly effective introduction and conclusion.

There is a clear concept of what too much power would look like.

Level 4

In order to reach Level 5, a greater use of contemporary evidence and focus on the 'now'

element of the question would be required.

78 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



GCE Politics 9PL0 02 79



80 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



GCE Politics 9PL0 02 81



82 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



GCE Politics 9PL0 02 83



84 GCE Politics 9PL0 02



The introduction lays out a clear line of argument.

The essay covers a good range of arguments, with evidence selected effectively, to support

analysis and evaluation.

It begins to address the nuance of the word "now" in the question.

There is clear synopticity and comparative analysis, leading to mostly substantiated

conclusions.

Level 5

If you are using more historical examples for context, it is very helpful to compare them with

more modern examples, to draw out similarities and differences.
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This answer meets the descriptors for a best-fit in Level 3.

There is an attempt in the introduction to set a direction of travel and indicate some

element of change over time to meet the question of "now".

There are some recent examples, but the arguments and evidence are not fully analysed,

meaning that conclusions feel more stated than argued towards.

Level 3

In a question like this, it is worth defining what too much power would look like.
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Question 3(a)

This was the more popular of the two questions and was generally well-answered, with reference 
to the key strands within anarchism.

Candidates were able to show both where collectivist and individualist anarchism agrees and 
disagrees on their approach to the state, supported by using well-selected arguments developed 
by key thinkers from the specification. It was pleasing to see all of the different thinkers being 
well-utilised.

Stronger answers were able to identify fundamental agreements over opposition to the state and 
clear disagreements over how this opposition emerges from the competing anarchist views on 
human nature. They had a clear line of argument from the start, and that argument was pursued 
throughout.

Paragraphs were built around the anarchist critique of the existing state, the nature of the 
stateless society and how it leads to a natural and spontaneous order, and how to get from the 
existing state to the stateless society where anarchy is order. The debate around insurrection 
versus revolution continued to cause some confusion for candidates, whilst a minority of answers 
put forward incorrect ideas that certain strands of anarchism support a minimal state.

Candidates were able to show agreements and disagreements between the strands. Thinkers 
were generally well-selected and deployed to support the arguments being made. The very best 
answers were able to have a clear focus on “extent” from the introduction, through the 
paragraphs to the conclusion.

Weaker answers tended to state the position of the different strands on their approach to the 
state or focus on the positions held by the thinkers, rather than focussing on comparative 
analysis to highlight agreements and disagreements between the strands. These answers tended 
towards being descriptive, able to achieve AO1 marks, but lacked analysis and evaluation thus 
limiting their AO2 and AO3 marks. There was, perhaps, a much greater tendency to leave 
judgements to the conclusion rather than building them into the essay, making it harder to 
develop a clear line of argument and develop substantiated conclusions.
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This is a well-structured answer, that focusses on the question, developing the idea that

opposition to the state is the foundational principle that underpins anarchism.

There is a clear debate between the strands, supported by thinkers, and good use of the key

political language of anarchism.

The answer develops effectively the differences between direct action/revolution and

insurrection; an area where some answers found it difficult to offer clarity.

Level 5

Using the key terminology and language of the political idea can ensure that answers can be 
shorter, sharper and more effective.
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Here, there is a clear line of argument, a sharp focus on extent, and an ability to analyse and 
evaluate the key similarities between strands supported by thinkers.

Rather than only identifying thinkers within a particular strand, stronger answers use the key 
contributions of thinkers like Goldman and Stirner to explain the similarities and differences 
within anarchism.

The use of the key terminology is very strong.

Level 5

Question focus, and the nature of extent, are crucial to the higher mark levels.
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Question 3(b)

This was marginally the less popular of the two questions and was very well-answered with 
reference to the key strands within anarchism.

Candidates were able to show both where collectivist and individualist anarchism is united and 
divided in its views on society, supported by using well-selected key thinkers from the 
specification. There was a very pleasing use of the political terminology and vocabulary of 
anarchism, allowing candidates to write shorter, more focussed and effective answers. The best 
answers used the language of anarchism confidently, to answer the question.

Paragraphs were built around the critique of the existing society and its impact on human nature, 
the nature of an anarchist society and the idea that liberty is the mother, not the daughter, of 
order. Candidates were able to show agreements between the strands and disagreements both 
between and within the strands.

Thinkers were generally well-selected and deployed to support the arguments being made. A key 
strength was the ability to develop a debate about how liberty is to be achieved in an anarchist 
society.

The very best answers were able to have a clear focus on “extent” from the introduction, through 
the paragraphs to the conclusion.

Weaker answers tended to state the position of the different strands on the nature of society. 
Alternatively, they focussed on the positions held by the thinkers, rather than focussing on 
comparative analysis to highlight agreements and disagreements between the strands.

There was perhaps a much greater tendency to leave judgements to the conclusion rather than 
building them into the essay, making it harder to develop a clear line of argument. It is important 
that candidates answer the question set, rather than delivering a pre-planned essay that looks to 
cover the state, the economy and human nature, without linking these debates back to society.

A further area of confusion was that a minority of candidates put forward, incorrectly, the idea 
that some strands of anarchism support a minimal state.
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This is a well-structured answer that focusses on the question and develops the idea that

the strands within anarchism largely disagree.

There is a good debate, although the answer perhaps needs greater clarity and accuracy in

developing the point about anarcho-capitalism.

This answer reflects a very strong focus on the concept of extent, measuring the level of

division or unity within anarchism. This is a key part of the question, and in achieving

stronger AO3 scores.

Level 5

The use of the language of anarchism allows for shorter, more focussed and effective

answers.
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Question 4(a)

Ecologism remains one of the non-core political ideas that is less popular. However, generally 
candidates engaged well with the questions regarding whether there is more agreement than 
disagreement within ecologism over post-materialism and anti-consumerism.

There was a wide range of different themes developed, all strands were generally covered, key 
thinkers were well-deployed and, perhaps most pleasingly, there was a stronger use of the key 
vocabulary and terminology of ecologism. This meant that candidates in general could 
demonstrate more knowledge, analysis and evaluation in shorter, more focussed and effective 
answers. A clear understanding and ability to define the core principles of post-materialism and 
anti-consumerism was vital to the stronger answers.

Most answers were clear that there was fundamental agreement over their critique of the 
existing world that the current levels of consumerism and materialism are not compatible with 
'Limits to Growth'(1972). They argued that change needs to be made in society and/or lifestyles, 
whilst identifying the splits between the more reformist approach of shallow greens and the 
radical approaches of deep greens and social ecology.

Stronger answers were more effective at looking at the differences between the strands in what a 
post-materialist and anti-consumerist society/economy would look like and how it is to be 
achieved. They had a clear direction from the start, and that argument was pursued throughout.

The very best answers were able to have a clear focus on 'extent' from the introduction, through 
the paragraphs to the conclusion.
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This response is tightly-argued, with a strong use of key political terminology and a clear

question focus.

Level 5

Political ideas can often be thought about in terms of:

• the criticisms of the existing world

• what the future world should look like

• the route to get from the existing world to the future world
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Question 4(b)

This was the more popular of the two questions and focussed on the key term 
"anthropocentrism/anthropocentric". The question was accessible and provided a good range of 
answers.

Most answers were able to identify the key unity within ecologism in its opposition to 
anthropocentrism, and stronger answers could identify that the key term refers to the idea of 
humanity being above, and outside of, nature. Building on that, most answers made the case that 
the opposition to anthropocentrism emerges from the lessons of the science of ecology and the 
concept of holism, which reject the idea that nature is purely a commodity for human 
consumption. Most answers argued effectively that shallow greens want to replace 
anthropocentrism with enlightened anthropocentrism, and could define what that meant and its 
implications, whilst both deep greens and social ecology were fundamentally split from shallow 
greens.

There was some confusion around the differences between deep greens and their ecocentric 
approach (although stronger answers were able to develop this concept with Leopold’s Land 
Ethic). and the ideas of social ecology. The latter opposes anthropocentrism, seeing enlightened 
anthropocentrism as hierarchical, and ecocentrism as spiritual nonsense. Stronger answers were 
able to expand on these concepts, identifying areas of similarity and difference between the 
strands.

Weaker answers tended to position the views of the different strands side-by-side, or only focus 
on thinkers, not strands, or were confused about the terms anthropocentrism, ecocentrism and 
enlightened anthropocentrism. An area for further work is to ensure candidates have an effective 
understanding of the key political terminology of ecologism so that they can write shorter, more 
focussed and analytical answers.
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This answer has a sharp understanding of what anthropocentrism means, and this provides

the foundation for a strong answer to the question.

There is a laser-like focus throughout on "extent", and a full development of the differences

and similarities between the strands supported by the thinkers.

The use of key language from the political idea of ecologism is excellent.

Level 5

The ability to define and use core principles and key terms of each political idea is crucial to

achieving the highest marks.
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Question 5(a)

Candidates were generally able to identify agreement and disagreement between the strands 
and many showed good knowledge and understanding of differing feminist perspectives on sex 
and gender (listed in the specification as part of the core ideas and principles).

Almost all answers included the required two key thinkers, with many going above and beyond to 
reference other thinkers, such as Friedan or Wollstonecraft, to support their responses. It was 
pleasing to see a strong understanding of the key terminology and vocabulary of feminism being 
deployed, making for shorter and more effective answers.

The best answers recognised the differences between sex and gender, exploring how gender is a 
social construct and that most feminists are equality feminists. Key differences between 
difference feminism and equality feminism, plus disagreements over how gender is socially 
constructed (socially, politically, economically) and what strategies should be adopted to address 
these issues, provided rich areas to be explored.

The strongest answers were well-structured, analysing a range of themes and showing deep 
knowledge of the views of thinkers associated with the four main strands. They explored fully why 
the strands of feminism agree by looking at common beliefs, whilst weaker answers tended to 
state this agreement rather than explain it. The exploration of differences tended to be stronger 
than those on agreement.

Better answers drew these out to make meaningful comparisons and informed judgements 
regarding the extent of unity or division. The very best answers were explicit about the “extent” of 
unity, supporting their judgements with perceptive, comparative analysis and well-selected 
political information.

It was pleasing to see more candidates using post-modern feminism, more accurately using the 
ideas of intersectionality and bell-hooks, although often a paragraph on post-modern feminism 
was 'tacked-on' at the end rather than woven into the answer.

Weaker approaches tended to be more descriptive, only laying out the ideas of the different 
strands or different thinkers, rather than focussing on the extent of unity. This approach 
sometimes saw a more narrative, historical approach that was very descriptive rather than 
analytical or it veered off into areas not covered by the question or the specification. There was a 
tendency to want simply to label key thinkers by strand, rather than focussing on how the ideas 
of the different thinkers have contributed to the views of feminism, and the thinking of the 
different strands.
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This essay focuses on the question, drawing out similarities and differences between

strands supported by thinkers.

There is a clear line of argument throughout the answer, although some of the conclusions

could benefit from being supported more effectively.

Both the introduction and conclusion work well here.

Level 4

Try to weave post-modern feminism into the main themes and debates in the essay, rather

than exploring it in isolation in a paragraph of its own.
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This essay starts with a convincing introduction that sets up the debate and offers a clear

line of argument, which is maintained through to the conclusion.

Each paragraph has a theme, focusses on agreements and disagreements and offers an

answer to the question of extent.

Level 5

It is really important to plan; this will ensure that the direction of travel you establish in the

introduction can be woven throughout the essay, leading naturally to the conclusion.
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Question 5(b)

Candidates were able generally to identify agreement and disagreement between the strands, 
and many showed good knowledge and understanding of differing feminist perspectives on the 
public and private sphere (key terminology from the specification). The ability to explain the 
difference between the public and private sphere provided a firm basis for the more effective 
answers.

Almost all answers included the required two key thinkers, with many going above and beyond to 
reference other thinkers, such as Friedan or Wollstonecraft, to support their responses.

It was pleasing to see a strong understanding of the key terminology and vocabulary of feminism 
being deployed, making for shorter and more effective answers.

The best answers recognised the differences between the public sphere and the private sphere. 
They explored how oppression operates in the different spheres, and how this is central to 
constructing gender roles and central to the political action that is needed.

Clear differences between liberal feminism and the more radical strands, as well as division 
within the more radical strands, provided rich areas to explore the extent of division. Again, it is 
worth noting the importance of candidates having a strong understanding of the core principles 
and ideas, as well as the key terminology of feminism.

The strongest answers were well-structured, analysing a range of themes and showing deep 
knowledge of the views of thinkers associated with the four main strands. The best answers 
explored why the strands of feminism agree by looking at common beliefs, whilst weaker answers 
tended to state this agreement rather than explain it. The exploration of differences tended to be 
stronger than those on agreement.

Better answers drew these out to make meaningful comparisons and informed judgements 
regarding the extent of unity or division. The very best answers were explicit about the “extent” of 
unity, supporting their judgements with perceptive, comparative analysis and well-selected 
political information.

It was pleasing to see more candidates using post-modern feminism, more accurately using the 
ideas of intersectionality and bell-hooks although often a paragraph on post-modern feminism 
was 'tacked-on' at the end, rather than woven into the answer.

Weaker approaches tended to be more descriptive, only laying out the ideas of the different 
strands or different thinkers, rather than focussing on the extent of unity. This approach 
sometimes saw a more narrative, historical approach that was very descriptive rather than 
analytical or veered off into areas not covered by the question or the specification. There was a 
tendency to want simply to label key thinkers by strand, rather than focussing on how the ideas 
of the different thinkers have contributed to the views of feminism, and the thinking of the 
different strands.
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There is a very clear question focus right from the introduction, with an explanation of the

public and private sphere.

The answer:

• focusses on the question of extent

• demonstrates carefully-selected knowledge

• shows consistent comparative analysis

Level 5

To build an effective answer, it is important to:

• know the key terminology

• use key terminology in context

• be able to define the key terminology, where appropriate
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Question 6(a)

The question allowed candidates to explore whether multiculturalism is divided over its core 
principles of culture and identity.

The most effective strategies looked to shape the essay in terms of areas of agreement over the 
multiculturalist view on the importance of culture and identity to human nature; that society can 
marginalise and discriminate through stereotyping; and that society should respect and celebrate 
minority cultures and identities before exploring the disagreements. Within this, the most 
effective answers were able to explore the differences between liberal, pluralist, and 
cosmopolitan multiculturalism over why culture and identity should be supported, how far 
support should extend and some looked at the conservative criticisms of culture and identity.

The very best answers were able to make substantiated judgements about the depth of the 
agreement or disagreement within multiculturalism, over their view on the protection of minority 
cultures. One area to focus on is structure: it is vital that both agreement and disagreement are 
covered, with some candidates only developing a debate on disagreement or not using all three 
main strands and tensions within multiculturalism.

It is also important to use the ideas of key thinkers to back-up the debate between the different 
strands/tensions, rather than focusing on a debate between thinkers or simply stating that 
Parekh is a pluralist multiculturalist.

One area of confusion that did develop was the confusion of liberal ideas with those of liberal 
multiculturalists. In terms of culture and identity, what is needed is recognition and positive 
accommodation of minority group practices - for Kymlicka, this is about group-differentiated 
rights based on the liberal principles of autonomy and justice. However, liberal multiculturalists 
like Kymlicka, cannot accept that any group would have the legal right to restrict the basic civil 
liberties of its members.
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There is a clear line of argument, a strong comparison of the different strands supported

effectively by the thinkers leading to substantiated conclusions.

There is a very high level of political language here, that engages with the key terminology of

the specification.

The "extent" is explored.

Level 5

Knowing the key terminology of the specification is an excellent way to ensure that answers

can be sharp, focussed and written in the language of the political idea.
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Question 6(b)

This was the less popular of the two choices on multiculturalism. The question proved to be

accessible and allowed for differentiation.

Stronger answers had a clear direction from the start, and that argument was pursued

throughout. The very best answers were able to focus on extent from the introduction, through

the paragraphs to the conclusion. They tended to build the structure around a variety of different

themes such as:

• agreements around the importance of culture to human nature

• the rejection of assimilation

• support for minority rights

• disagreements over how far to support minority rights

• the reasons for protecting minority rights

• how minority rights fit within a liberal framework

It is also worth noting that there is no cosmopolitan multiculturalist in the specification, although 
some answers did use Jeremy Waldron here, as an additional thinker.

Weaker answers tended to position the views of the different strands side-by-side, rather than 
analysing them comparatively, to build up judgements on the extent of agreement or 
disagreement. They also tended simply to name thinkers as part of a strand, rather than using 
the key ideas of the thinkers to support the debate between the strands. Answers should focus 
on the main contributions of the key thinkers to multiculturalism.

One area of confusion that did arise was in liberal multiculturalism, which was often mistaken for 
liberalism. Liberal multiculturalism argues that the liberal idea of the neutral state is not 
supportable in practice. It can grant freedom of speech but as soon as it specifies the language 
for official documents or to be used in schools, it is no longer neutral. Therefore, group-

differentiated rights can be supported based on the principle of justice, as well as the principle of 
autonomy.
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There is good coverage of the question here, with excellent depth, balance and debate

about the strands supported by the thinkers.

The slightly weaker area is the AO3, although it remains to a good standard because it is

generally relevant, with some focussed conclusions.

Level 5

Ensure that the line of argument is maintained throughout, and that mini-conclusions about

"extent" are substantiated throughout the essay, leading naturally to the conclusion.
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Question 7(a)

This question was the less popular of the pair, but proved to be accessible with clear 
differentiation between answers.

The question allowed candidates to explore whether nationalism has a common view of the 
nation-state, although occasionally some weaker answers reverted to a pre planned answer on 
the state. The most effective strategies looked to shape the essay in terms of the commonalities. 
The agreements within nationalism on the nation-state, including the right to self-determination, 
the importance of the nation-state as a key component of political organisation and building 
block of politics, were discussed, before exploring the disagreements.

Within this, the most effective answers were able to explore the differences between the various 
strands on the role of the nation-state and what constitutes the nation-state. They introduced 
much of the key terminology around progressive/regressive, inclusive/exclusive and 
rational/romantic. The very best answers were able to make substantiated judgements about the 
extent of the divisions within nationalism over the nation-state.

One area to focus on is structure: it is vital that both agreement and disagreement are covered, 
with some candidates only developing a debate on disagreement or not using all the main 
strands and tensions within nationalism. Discussions around unity or agreements tended to be 
stated, not explored. It is worth noting that unity can be between two or more strands; it does not 
need to always be the case that all strands agree.

It is also important to use the ideas of key thinkers to support the debate between the different 
strands/tensions, rather than focussing on a debate between thinkers or simply stating that von 
Herder is a conservative nationalist. Higher levels of knowledge and analysis can be gained by 
looking at the contributions of the key thinkers to the debate, rather than stating of which strands 
they are a part.

One area that needs to be thought about is clearer understanding of the similarities and 
differences between conservative nationalism and expansionist nationalism.
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This is a very thorough, focussed answer with a clear line of argument throughout.

The essay concentrates on the comparative analysis, making coherent and convincing

connections between the strands and thinkers within nationalism.

There is a strong use of the political vocabulary of nationalism.

Answers do not need to be perfect to reach the top of the mark scheme but must meet the

criteria of the Level 5 descriptors across all three AOs.

Level 5

The AO2 skill is effected by making connections, for example, common beliefs across some

or all strands, or looking for core differences between two or more strands over a particular

idea or concept.
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This answer demonstrates accurate knowledge, which is carefully selected to underpin

analysis and evaluation.

There is consistent comparative analysis and mostly relevant evaluation.

There is a good focus on "extent".

Level 4

It is really important to explore why different strands agree, looking for common beliefs.

Explore why they disagree, rather than just placing different strands side-by-side, stating this

strand believes this and this strand believes the other.
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Question 7(b)

This was the more popular of the two questions, and was generally answered where candidates 
had left themselves enough time. It was accessible and provided for a wide range of different 
responses.

This is a broad question, so planning here was crucial to establish a clear essay structure and line 
of argument. Stronger answers tended to pick key themes to explore, looking at agreements and 
disagreements between strands over that theme. A good example here would be using the 
theme of self-determination or the nation to draw out the comparative analysis and reach a 
judgement about the nature of extent. Stronger answers tended to utilise the key terminology of 
nationalism to great effect, using a high level of political vocabulary to write shorter, sharper and 
more focussed answers.

A more problematic approach was essentially to work a way through the different 
strands/tensions within nationalism. This tended to lead to knowledge-heavy answers that did 
not provide much in terms of analysis and evaluation. Some answers were distracted by 
investigating historical examples, rather than focussing on the comparative analysis of ideas 
within nationalism. It is also key that the answer does provide coverage of both agreement and 
disagreement.

Weaker answers tended to position the views of the different strands side-by-side, rather than 
comparatively analysing them to build up judgements on the extent of agreement or 
disagreement. Weaker answers also tended simply to name thinkers as part of a strand, rather 
than using the key ideas of the thinkers to support the debate between the strands. There was 
also a tendency not to include all the strands in the debate, limiting the ability to develop the 
breadth of argument and draw out comparative analysis to build clear conclusions.
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The introduction here sets up the themes of the debate and offers a clear direction of travel.

The nature of extent is focussed on throughout the answer, which is a key element of the

AO3 descriptor.

The answer has selected knowledge effectively, with perceptive comparative analysis that

makes cohesive and coherent connections between ideas and concepts throughout.

There is a very strong use of the political terminology of nationalism.

Level 5

Remember AO3 is worth one third of the marks, and it is important that AO3 does not only

appear in your conclusion.
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This answer is structured thematically. It looks at agreement and disagreement within 
nationalism, over three different themes, allowing for a high level of comparative analysis.

Political terminology is selected effectively and utilised, allowing for a sharp and focussed 
answer.

Level 5

A strong understanding of the core principles and ideas of nationalism, as well as the key

terminology, is so important because it allows candidates to write with confidence about the

key debates raised by the questions.
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Paper Summary

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

• Timing is crucial: leave enough time to do justice to the non-core ideas section. Essays on

non-core political ideas can be shorter and more effective by deploying the key vocabulary

and terminology of that political idea.

• Planning remains vital in source-based essays; the better answers were able to pair-up

arguments from the source and use them to generate a sense of debate and clear line of

argument throughout. Planning is vital if your introduction is going to deliver that clear line of

argument from the start.

• Select relevant evidence carefully, in particular contemporary evidence. This is vital to building

effective analysis and substantiated judgements in all questions on UK Government.

Contemporary evidence can be placed in context by comparing it with historical evidence.

• Focus on the key words in the question; it might be worth highlighting them or underlining

them to ensure that you remain focussed on them throughout your answer.

• Write short introductions and conclusions to frame the essay. Conclusions should be the

'post-match review', taking in the entire picture to outline succinctly the key answer to the

question, why that answer is justified and why that answer is true now but might change

depending upon….

• Be able to define and utilise key political vocabulary, including key terminology from the

specification.

• In essay questions, focus on answering the question, not reproducing a pre-planned answer.

• Build effective evaluation throughout essays. This relies on arguing to a conclusion, rather

than merely stating a conclusion; convince the reader why your view defeats the opposing

view.

• In non-core ideas, it is vital to focus on areas of agreement and disagreement, and build up a

sense of the 'extent' of those agreements and disagreements. Utilise all of the strands, where

appropriate. It is better to support the debate with the key contributions of the thinkers than

simply to state that a thinker is from one strand or another.

• Candidates need a strong focus on the core principles and ideas of non-core ideas, and the

ability to define and use the key terminology from the specification.
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Grade boundaries

Grade boundaries for this, and all other papers, can be found on the website on this link:

https://qualifications.pearson.com/en/support/support-topics/results-certification/grade-

boundaries.html
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