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I n t r od u ct ion  

This was the third paper of the new specificat ion for I AL Law.  

The new Paper 1 contains 5 quest ions of 20 m arks each. There is no quest ion 

choice on the paper, candidates are required to answer all quest ions. The form at  

of the paper is that  two quest ions consist  of short  to m edium  response 

quest ions, two quest ions consist  of m ult i-part , problem -solving quest ions and 

the last  quest ion on the paper is a problem -solving quest ion. The paper is worth 

50%  of the total I AL raw m arks. The subject  content  for the paper is selected 

from  the nature, purpose of and liabilit y in Law, and the sources of English law, 

its enforcem ent  and adm inist rat ion. 

Most  candidates at tem pted all quest ions, although som e candidates om it ted to 

answer quest ions 2c and 3b and 3c. This would appear to be because of lack of 

knowledge, rather than t im e issues.  

I nterpretat ion of quest ions and their com m and words need to be im proved upon. 

Candidates m ust  rem em ber that  each part  of a quest ion is m arked in isolat ion, 

so if the correct  inform at ion for part  a of a quest ion is put  wrongly in the answer 

to part  b of that  quest ion rather than in part  a, no m arks will be awarded for 

that  inform at ion. 

 

Gen er a l  i ssu es 

 

Quest ions carrying 2 or 4 m arks are asking candidates for points based answers 

which m eans they could receive a m ark for every correct  accurate point  m ade in 

answering the quest ion. Space provided for answers should inform  candidates of 

the brevity of response required. Cent res should advise candidates of this fact , 

and that  the quality of the answers not  length of answers is im portant . 

Com m and words such as ‘State’, ‘Explain’, and ‘Describe’ gain m arks for 

providing knowledge, explanat ion, or descript ion and providing exam ples for 

exem plificat ion of specific legal concepts. 

Quest ions worth 6, 10,12,14 or 20 m arks are asking candidates to provide an 

explanat ion, assessm ent , analysis or evaluat ion of a given legal concept  or issue 

using a com binat ion of appropriate legal knowledge together with an assessm ent  

of the issue. Candidates answers are awarded a m ark based on the level of 

response they display.  

Quest ions asking for ‘Analyse’ required candidates to weigh up a legal issue with 

accurate knowledge supported by authorit ies or legal theories and to display 

developed reasoning and balance. Quest ions asking for ‘Evaluat ion’ addit ionally 

required a just ified conclusion based on this reasoning and balance. 

 

 

 



Qu est ion  1 a:  ( 4  Mar k s)  

This quest ion is a points-based one where the candidate needs to state any 4 

stages that  a bill m ust  go through before it  becom es an Act  of Parliam ent . Most  

candidates scored well on this quest ion with m any scoring full m arks. However, 

som e candidates spent  too m uch t im e on writ ing about  the detail of each of the 

stages, or as in the exam ple below list ing stages prior to the bill.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examiner tip 

Make sure you read and understand 

the command word in a question 

and the marks allocated. Check your 

answer regularly to make sure you 

stick rigidly to this. 

Examiner comments. This response above was 

awarded 2 marks. As only 2 stages post bill can 

be seen in the answer. The example below, 

although brief was awarded 4 marks as it states 

4 stages of the bill 



Qu est ion  1 b :  ( 6  Mar k s)  

This was m arked using a levels-of- response based m ark schem e. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their ent irety and allocated a level based 

on where this best  fit ted the level descriptors. 

The com m and word in this quest ion was ‘Explain’,  which was looking for an 

extended answer, candidates were required to dem onst rate understanding of 

both the internal/ int r insic and the external/ ext r insic aids to statutory 

interpretat ion. The quest ion was not  answered very well.  Som e candidates 

m erely repeated the quest ion. Others m isunderstood the quest ion and based 

their answers solely on statutory interpretat ion, spending a lot  of t im e writ ing in 

detail about  the Literal, Golden and Mischief rules. Those candidates who did 

understand and write about  aids, often got  confused about  Hansard, calling it  an 

internal aid. Very few learners used Pepper v Hart , Law Reform  Reports, 

I nternat ional Convent ions, EU Direct ives or explanatory notes as illust rat ion.  

For l ev e l  1  candidates were only able to provide isolated elem ents of knowledge 

on aids. 

For l ev e l  2  candidates provided several elem ents of knowledge supported by 

som e legal authorit ies 

For l ev e l  3  candidates dem onst rated detailed understanding supported by 

relevant  authorit ies. 

 

Examiner comments. The response above was awarded 6 marks as was the response below.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Qu est ion  1 c:  ( 1 0  Mar k s)  

 

This quest ion was m arked using a levels-of- response based m ark schem e. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their ent irety and allocated a level based 

on where this best  fit ted the level descriptors. 

The com m and word in this quest ion was ‘Assess’,  which was looking for an 

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

literal rule. Answers should have begun with an explanat ion of the rule and an 

illust rat ion of it ,  followed by explanat ion and exam ples of both advantages and 

disadvantages. 

Many candidates m erely explained the literal rule and gave an exam ple, rather 

than assessing the advantages and disadvantages of it  as required by the 

quest ion.  

For l ev e l  1  candidates gave isolated elem ents of knowledge, of the rule itself. 

For l ev e l  2  candidates dem onst rated som e understanding of the rule and began 

to m ake connect ions to either advantages or disadvantages. 

For l ev e l  3  candidates dem onst rated accurate understanding and com pared /  

cont rasted and at tem pted to balance reasoning. 

For l ev e l  4  candidates dem onst rated thorough and accurate understanding and 

an awareness of com pet ing argum ents with balanced interpretat ions and 

reasoning. 

 



 

 

 

  Exam iner com m ents. This response is a level 3 response Accurate 

understanding with logical chains of reasoning is dem onst rated. 

 

 

 

 



Qu est ion  2 a:  ( 2  Mar k s)  

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

way that  civil disputes can be set t led outside the legal system . This required 

ident ificat ion of one alternat ive dispute m ethod for the first  m ark and som e 

detail of this m ethod for an addit ional m ark. 

The com m and word is ‘describe’ which requires candidates to give a one step, 

short  answer. 

This quest ion was generally done well,  with a variety of ADR’s described. Som e 

candidates however m erely stated ‘by alternat ive dispute resolut ion’ as an 

answer. 

 

 

 

Ex am in er  com m en t s -  The two responses above although very different ,  

were both awarded 2 m arks. They both nam e a specific m ethod of alternat ive 

dispute resolut ion and m ake a further point  about  it . 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Qu est ion  2 b :  ( 4  Mar k s)  

 

The com m and word is ‘describe’ and candidates are required to describe the 

jur isdict ion of two civil courts of first  instance. 

This quest ion is a points-based one where the candidate needs to nam e two 

appropriate courts and then give som e exam ples or inform at ion on their 

jur isdict ion. Candidates did not  do well on this quest ion. Most  provided exam ples 

of cr im inal courts, with a few using appeal courts in their answers. 

 

 

 

 

 

Qu est ion  2 c:  ( 1 4  Mar k s)  

 

This quest ion was m arked using a levels-of- response based m ark schem e. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their ent irety and allocated a level based 

on where this best  fit ted the level descript ions. 

The com m and word in this quest ion was ‘Evaluate’, which was looking for an 

extended answer, ident ifying, analysing and concluding on the effect iveness of 

the processes governing the select ion, appointm ent  and rem oval of judges. The 

quest ion was answered poorly, and it  was evident  that  m any candidates knew 

nothing on this topic. Som e candidates wrote an answer based ent irely on 

m agist rates.  

For l ev e l  1  candidates gave isolated elem ents of knowledge, of select ion, 

appointm ent  and rem oval of judges. 

Examiner comments - The answer above scored 4 marks, 



For l ev e l  2  candidates dem onst rated som e understanding and began to m ake 

connect ions with advantages and disadvantages of select ion, appointm ent  and 

rem oval m ethods of j udges  

For l ev e l  3  candidates dem onst rated accurate understanding and at tem pted to 

balance reasoning and evaluate with a conclusion on select ion, appointm ent  and 

rem oval m ethods of j udges. 

For l ev e l  4  candidates dem onst rated thorough and accurate understanding and 

an awareness of com pet ing argum ents with balanced interpretat ions, reasoning 

and a sound conclusion on select ion, appointm ent  and rem oval m ethods of 

judges.  

 



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examiner comments.  

These two examples, (above and below) scored 12 marks – The first candidate has 

displayed accurate understanding and evaluated with a brief conclusion to sum up, the 

second provided more detail and analysis throughout but no conclusion at the end.  

Examiner tip 

For an evaluate question there needs to be a balance 

between displaying a thorough understanding and 

application of the question topic and the need to show 

analysis and evaluation skills to justify a conclusion. 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Qu est ion  3 a:  ( 2  Mar k s)  

The com m and word is ‘describe’ which requires candidates to paint  a picture 

with words which dem onst rates the m eaning of a legal term . 

This quest ion is a points-based one where the candidate needs to provide an 

accurate source of legal advice for one m ark, and then expand on this by giving 

som e detail or an exam ple about  the source for the other m ark.  

Most  candidates scored at  least  1 m ark for this quest ion, but  m any failed to gain 

the other m ark by om it t ing som e detail or an exam ple relat ing to the source. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examiner comments 

All 3 answers above scored 2 marks.  

Examiner tip 

A 2 mark describe question requires a brief answer with 

no more than 2-3 points made to avoid running out of 

time towards the end of the paper. 



Qu est ion  3 b :  ( 4  Mar k s)  

 

This quest ion is a points-based one where the candidate needs to provide an 

explanat ion of the role of an om budsm an in legal proceedings. 

The com m and word in this quest ion was ‘Explain’,  which was looking for a 

detailed answer, and required a linked explanat ion of the role of the om budsm an 

and also exem plificat ion. The quest ion was answered very badly with very few 

candidates knowing anything about  om budsm en generally or specifically.  

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

Examiner comments: The above 

answer scored 4 marks  

Examiner tip: Avoid the temptation of writing everything 

you know about a topic, it wastes time. A candidate who 

writes only relevant information will save time, have a 

much clearer answer and is likely to gain more marks. 

Examiner comments: The above 

answer scored 2 marks. 



 

 

Qu est ion  3 c:  ( 1 4  Mar k s)  

This quest ion was m arked using a levels-of- response based m ark schem e. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their ent irety and allocated a level based 

on where this best  fit ted the level descript ions. 

The com m and word in this quest ion was ‘Evaluate’, which was looking for an 

extended answer with exam ples, to ident ify and analyse the different  sources 

both of advice/ representat ion and funding in civil court  cases. Candidates were 

expected to review the statem ent  in the quest ion and draw on evidence and 

their understanding to provide illust rat ion of the advantages and disadvantages 

of both the different  sources for representat ion and the sources of funding 

available and com e to a conclusion. Candidates needed to weigh up the relevant  

pros and cons of each.  

Many candidates clearly m isunderstood the quest ion and wrote an answer based 

ent irely on alternat ive dispute resolut ion and the advantages and disadvantages 

of each type of ADR. Som e other candidates used he quest ion to write an 

answer based solely on the t raining of barr isters and solicitors. 

For l ev e l  1  candidates dem onst rated isolated elem ents of knowledge 

For l ev e l  2  candidates dem onst rated som e understanding and began to apply 

their knowledge to one area of the quest ion, with perhaps som e applicat ion, 

although applied inappropriately. 

For l ev e l  3  candidates dem onst rated accurate understanding of the quest ion 

supported by relevant  exam ples and at tem pted to balance reasoning and 

evaluate with a conclusion. 

For l ev e l  4  candidates dem onst rated thorough and accurate understanding and 

an awareness of com pet ing argum ents with balanced interpretat ions, reasoning 

and a sound conclusion. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Qu est ion  4 a:  ( 4  m ar k s)  

Examiner comments 

This answer was awarded level 3 

marks. It focuses on the funding 

aspect of the question rather than 

representation but is broad based 

and provides analysis. 

Examiner tip 

Be as concise as possible and make sure you have 

addressed every element of the question to gain full 

marks. 



The com m and word is ‘explain’ which requires candidates to give brief 

explanat ions and exam ples on the focus of the quest ion. There is no requirem ent  

or expectat ion for candidates to write a lot  about  a topic. The quest ion is a 

points-based one where the candidate needs to provide exam ples to explain the 

difference between a m oral rule and a law. An explanat ion of the difference 

between the two was required for two m arks and an exam ple of both a rule and 

a law, provided another m ark for each. Candidates displayed good knowledge 

and understanding of the difference, but  som e answers were often short  of 

exam ples to gain full m arks. 

 

 

 

 

 

Qu est ion  4 b :  ( 6  m ar k s)   

This quest ion was m arked using a level-  of- response based m ark schem e. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their ent irety and allocated a level based 

on where this best  fit ted the level descript ions. 

The com m and word in this quest ion was ‘Analyse’, which was looking for a 

detailed answer with exam ples. Candidates were expected to select  either the 

theory of ut ilitar ianism  or the theory of posit ivism  for the quest ion. The quest ion 

required candidates to exam ine the selected theory in detail analysing the 

individual com ponents using illust rat ion. There was no need for candidates to 

provide a conclusion.  

The quest ion provided balanced answers across the two theories and this part  of 

the quest ion was answered well.   

 

For l ev e l  1  candidates were only able to provide isolated elem ents of knowledge 

on the chosen theory. 

For l ev e l  2  candidates provided several elem ents of knowledge supported by a 

few illust rat ions or exam ples. 

Examiner comments 

The answer above scored full marks. 

Examiner tip 

Read the question carefully. It can save you 

time and gain marks. 



For l ev e l  3  candidates dem onst rated detailed understanding and balanced 

exem plificat ion supported by relevant  exam ples and authorit ies. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examiner comments 

This is an example of a good answer, which provides both examples and analysis.  



Qu est ion  4 c:  ( 1 0  m ar k s)  

This quest ion was m arked using a levels-of- response based m ark schem e. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their ent irety and allocated a level based 

on where this best  fit ted the level descript ions. 

The com m and word in this quest ion was ‘Assess’,  which was looking for an 

extended answer using exam ples. Candidates were expected to assess the 

im pact  of the Hart  – Devlin debate on the developm ent  of the relat ionship 

between law and m orality. Som e candidates m erely discussed Hart  – Devlin but  

did not  assess the im pact  on subsequent  case law. There was no need for a 

conclusion though candidates often at tem pted to reach one. 

On the whole, this quest ion was done reasonably well,  with candidates 

displaying knowledge of the topic. 

For l ev e l  1  candidates dem onst rated isolated elem ents of knowledge 

For l ev e l  2  candidates dem onst rated som e understanding and began to apply 

their knowledge appropriately to the quest ion. 

For l ev e l  3  candidates dem onst rated accurate understanding of the quest ion 

supported by relevant  authorit ies. 

For l ev e l  4  candidates dem onst rated thorough and accurate understanding 

exem plified with appropriate, well explained and applied authorit ies.  

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examiner comments 

The examples above and below are 

two good examples of answers, one 

top of level 3 the other just into level 

4.  

 

Examiner tip 

Try and identify the key issues/cases to 

enhance your mark. This will mean your 

answers will be more concise and focused. 

 



 

 

 

 

 



Qu est ion  5 :  ( 2 0  m ar k s)  

This quest ion was m arked using a levels-of- response based m ark schem e. The 

candidates’ answers were assessed in their ent irety and allocated a level based 

on where this best  fit ted the level descript ions. This is the quest ion candidates 

need to spend som e t im e on, due to the fact  that  there are no subsect ions to the 

quest ion and therefore the total quest ion m arks of 20 are based around a single 

answer. 

The com m and word in this quest ion was ‘Evaluate’, which was looking for an 

extended answer. Candidates were expected to ident ify the aim s of sentencing 

and the related sanct ions in cr im inal law, and then evaluate the aim s and 

effect iveness of the related sanct ions by reviewing their inform at ion and drawing 

on their evidence. They were expected to use their understanding to just ify an 

argum ent  and a conclusion.  

The quest ion was done reasonably well so far as ident ificat ion of aim s of 

sentencing and sanct ions were concerned, but  very few candidates developed an 

effect ive evaluat ion from  this basis. A few candidates om it ted this quest ion 

com pletely, but  that  was presum ably a t im ing issue. 

For l ev e l  1  candidates dem onst rated isolated elem ents of knowledge relat ing to 

sentencing and sanct ions. 

For l ev e l  2  candidates dem onst rated som e understanding and began to apply 

their knowledge appropriately to the quest ion. 

For l ev e l  3  candidates dem onst rated accurate understanding of the quest ion 

supported by relevant  authorit ies such as stat ist ics or cases. 

For l ev e l  4  candidates dem onst rated thorough and accurate understanding 

exem plified with appropriate, well explained and applied authorit ies to reach a 

just ified conclusion as to the effect iveness of sentencing and sanct ions.  

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examiner comments 

This was a good level 3 answer. Although It was a good 

answer, it was not top band. It explained and identified a 

wide range of sanctions and sentences.  However, more 

evaluation to justify the conclusion could have taken it into 

the top band. 



Pap er  Su m m ar y  

Based on their perform ance on this paper, candidates are offered the following 

advice:  

• Read the quest ions and pay careful at tent ion to what  the com m and words 

are asking you to do. This will m ean your answers will be m ore focused. 

• Look at  the m arks allocated to the quest ion and spend only the 

appropriate am ount  of t im e on the quest ion based on the m arks. 

• I n a quest ion with several parts, read all the parts and decide what  

inform at ion to put  in each part  before start ing part  a. 

• Use exam ples to illust rate definit ions or points m ade in the short  answer 

quest ions and addit ionally relevant  case law and legislat ion to illust rate 

longer answers. 

• Provide balanced answers when asked to provide advantages and 

disadvantages. 

• Provide a conclusion for ‘evaluate’ quest ions.  


