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Gen er al  Mar k in g  Gu id an ce  

  

  

•                     All candidates must  receive the same 

t reatment .  Exam iners must  mark the first  candidate in 

exact ly the same way as they mark the last .  

•            Mark schemes should be applied posit ively. Candidates 

must  be rewarded for  what  they have shown they can do 

rather than penalised for om issions.  

•                     Exam iners should m ark according to the mark 

scheme not  according to their percept ion of where the 

grade boundaries may lie.  

•                     There is no ceiling on achievement . All marks on the 

mark scheme should be used appropriately.  

•            All the marks on the mark scheme are designed to be 

awarded. Exam iners should always award full marks if 

deserved, i.e. if the answer matches the mark 

scheme.  Examiners should also be prepared to award zero 

marks if the candidate’s response is not  worthy of credit  

according to the mark scheme.  

•             Where some judgement  is required, mark schemes will 

provide the pr inciples by which m arks will be awarded and 

exemplif icat ion may be lim ited.  

•                     When exam iners are in doubt  regarding the 

applicat ion of the mark scheme to a candidate’s response, 

the team leader must  be consulted.  

•                     Crossed out  work should be marked UNLESS the 

candidate has replaced it  with an alternat ive response.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

An sw er  Mar k s  

1 ( a)  ( 2  AO1 )  

On e m ar k  f o r  st at in g  each  st ag e o f  t h e leg is lat iv e p r ocess 

u p  t o  f ou r  m ar k s. 

•  A bill is presented in Parliament , usually in the House of 

Commons (1)  

•  First  reading (1)  

•  Commit tee stage (1)  

•  Second reading (1)  

•  Report  stage and process in other House (1)  

•  third reading (1)  

•  becomes an Act  after receiving Royal Assent  (1)  

( 4 )  

 

 

 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

I n d icat iv e con t en t  Mar k s  

1 ( b )  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 ) , ( 2  AO3 )  

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

in t er n al  a id s:   

•  long and short  t it les (1)  

•  preamble (1)   

•  definit ions (1)  

•  interpretat ion sect ion (1)  

•  schedule.  (1)  

ex t er n al  a id s:   

•   authorised dict ionary of the year the Act  was passed (1)  

•  an external t reaty, e.g. The Treaty of Rome, if the word is 

defined there (1)  

•  a report  (such as a Law Commission report )  on which Act  

is based (1)   

•  if  the word is included in the I nterpretat ion Act  1978 ( ‘he’ 

includes ‘she’)  (1)  

•  if  the word has been discussed in a par liamentary debate 

and included in a Hansard report  (1)  (Hart  v Pepper)  

( 6 )  

 
 
 



 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

  0  A completely inaccurate response. 

Lev el  1  1 – 2  I solated elements of knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Applicat ion of knowledge and understanding is not  

appropriately related to the given context . 

Reasoning may be at tempted, but  the support  of legal 

authorit ies m ay be absent . 

Lev el  2  3 – 4  Elements of knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are applied to the given legal 

situat ion. 

Chains of reasoning are at tempted but  connect ions are 

incomplete or inaccurate, and support  of legal author it ies may 

be applied inappropr iately. 

Lev el  3  5 – 6  Accurate knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported by relevant  and 

legal authorit ies and legal theor ies and applied to the given 

legal situat ion. 

Logical chains of reasoning are presented in a consistent  and 

balanced manner, and supported by appropriate legal 

authorit ies. 

 
 

 



 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

I n d icat iv e con t en t  Mar k s  

1 ( c)  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 ) , ( 3  AO3 ) , ( 3  AO4 )  

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

•  Descript ion of literal rule -  j udges giv ing words their 

ordinary dict ionary m eaning, even if the result  is an 

absurdit y. (1)  Case example to illust rate the applicat ion of 

the rule. (1)   

Ad v an t ag es o f  l i t er a l  r u le cou ld  in clu d e:   

•  Judges apply the will of par liament , and this is democrat ic 

as unelected judges are not  making law, m erely applying 

law passed by an elected Parliament . (1)    

•  The rule allows predictabilit y as the same meaning is 

given every t ime a word is used in an Act . (1)  

•  I t  ensures certainty so lawyers can advise their clients on 

the likely outcome. (1)     

Disad v an t ag es l i t er a l  r u le cou ld  in clu d e:   

•  Rigidity – judges have no discret ion so if a bad precedent  

or absurdity results then judges cannot  provide just ice in 

indiv idual cases, e.g. Berr iman (1)    

•  The rule cannot  be used if words to be interpreted are not  

in an Act  or if the words can have more than one 

meaning. (1)    

•  The rule assumes that  the Act  is perfect ly writ ten. (1)    

•  There may be a requirement  for Parliament  to rect ify 

error following case, e.g. Fisher v Bell. (1)    

•  I t  is assumed that  Par liament  meant  the result  which the 

rule achieves. (1)  

( 1 0 )  



 

 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

  0  A completely inaccurate response. 

Lev el  1  1 – 2  I solated elements of knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Applicat ion of knowledge and understanding is not  

appropriately related to the given context . 

Reasoning may be at tempted, but  the support  of legal 

authorit ies m ay be absent . 

There may be an incomplete at tempt  to address compet ing 

arguments based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  2  3 – 4  Elements of knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are applied appropriately to the 

given legal situat ion. 

Chains of reasoning are at tempted but  connect ions are 

incomplete or inaccurate, and support  of legal author it ies may 

be applied inappropr iately. 

There is an at tempt  to gauge the validity of compet ing 

arguments based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  3  5 – 6  Accurate knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported by relevant  and 

legal authorit ies and legal theor ies and applied to the given 

legal situat ion. 

Logical chains of reasoning are presented, but  connect ions and 

support  of legal authorit ies m ay be inconsistent  or unbalanced. 

The response at tempts to cont rast  the validity and significance 

of compet ing arguments, which may include comparisons, 

based on valid interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  4  7 – 1 0  Accurate and thorough knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported throughout  by 

relevant  and legal authorit ies and legal theories and applied to 

the given legal situat ion. 

Well-developed and logical chains of reasoning, showing a 

thorough understanding of the st rengths and weaknesses in 

different  legal author it ies. 

The response shows an awareness of the validit y and 

significance of compet ing arguments, leading to balanced 

comparisons based on just if ied interpretat ions of the law. 

 

 

 



 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

An sw er  Mar k s  

2 ( a)  On e m ar k  f o r  accu r at e id en t i f i cat ion  o f  on e a l t er n at iv e 

d isp u t e m et h od  ( 1  AO1 )  an d  on e m ar k  f o r  f u r t h er  d et a i l  

( 1  AO2 )  ( u p  t o  a m ax im u m  o f  2  m ar k s in  t o t a l ) . 

Arbit rat ion (1)  -  voluntary, arbit rator someone other than a 

judge, can be writ ten into a cont ract .  (1AO2) .  

Conciliat ion (1)  -  part ies t ry to reach an am icable set t lement  with 

the assistance of a conciliator who is a neut ral third party. who 

will suggest  a non-binding proposal to set t le the dispute. (1AO2) . 

Mediat ion (1)  – neut ral mediator, confident ial, go-between. 

(1AO2) .   

Negot iat ion (1)  – Pr ivate and cheap, between the part ies. (1AO2) .  

 

 

( 2 )  

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

An sw er  Mar k s  

2 ( b )  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 ) .  

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

Up  t o  t w o  m ar k s f o r  cou r t s o f  f i r st  in st an ce ( 2  AO1 )  an d  

u p  t o  t w o  m ar k s f o r  each  l in k ed  ex p lan at ion  o f  

j u r isd ict ion  /  r ou t e f o r  ap p eals, u p  t o  a m ax im u m  o f  2  

m ar k s. ( 2  AO2 ) . 

•  Courts of first  instance:  

- County court  – t racks and small claims (1)  

- High Court  -  div isions, t racks and work allocat ion. (1)  

•  Appeal courts, examples:  

- Court  of appeal (civ il div ision)  (1)  

- Supreme court  (1)  

Possible references to ECJ (1) . 

( 4 )  

 



 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

I n d icat iv e con t en t  Mar k s  

2 ( c)  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 ) , ( 4  AO3 ) , ( 6  AO4 )  

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

Brief descr ipt ion of select ion, appointment  and removal of j udges 

–  

• Select ion -  eligibilit y,  advert isements for posts, applicat ion, 

test ing, promot ion, reference to Judicial Appointments 

Commission (JAC)  and considerat ion of applicat ion 

• Appointment  –infer ior j udges’ appointment  by Minister of 

Just ice and Lord Chancellor after recommendat ion by JAC;  

superior j udges’ appointment  by Queen, after 

recommendat ion by JAC 

• Removal -Super ior j udges free from polit ical interference, 

can’t  be made to resign although cont rast  Lord Chancellor. 

I nferior j udges can be removed for incapacity /  

m isbehaviour by Lord Chancellor  

Advantages of select ion, and appointment  and removal process 

could include:   

• legal knowledge of appointees as they will have 

exist ing knowledge of court  rules and procedure  

• select ion methods provide choice of best  

applicants, and this now includes solicitors and 

academics as well as barr isters  

• independence of JAC 

• Superior are free from polit ical interference  

• I ncompetent  inferior j udges can be removed  

Disadvantages of select ion, appointment  and removal process 

could include:   

• best  lawyers may not  apply  

• predominance of barr isters applying  

• j udiciary is not  representat ive of 

sexual/ racial/ educat ional m ix of count ry 

• j udges may not  have pract ical experience or 

knowledge or be a specialist  in the law they are 

required to deal with in court   

• lim ited t raining given for appointees 

• Superior can be removed by crown, but  not  used 

since 1830.  

• Removal of infer ior j udges can take t ime and has 

only been used rarely.   

( 1 4 )  



 

 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

  0  A completely inaccurate response. 

Lev el  1  1 – 3  I solated elements of knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Applicat ion of knowledge and understanding is not  

appropriately related to the given context . 

Reasoning may be at tempted, but  the support  of legal 

authorit ies m ay be absent . 

There may be an incomplete at tempt  to raise possible 

outcomes and conclusions based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  2  4 – 6  Elements of knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding is applied appropriately to the 

given legal situat ion. 

Chains of reasoning are at tempted but  connect ions are 

incomplete or inaccurate, and support  of legal author it ies may 

be applied inappropr iately. 

There is an at tempt  to raise possible outcomes and conclusions 

based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  3  7 – 1 0  Accurate knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported by relevant  and 

legal authorit ies and legal theor ies and applied to the given 

legal situat ion. 

Logical chains of reasoning are presented, but  connect ions 

and/ or unbalanced support  of legal author it ies may be 

inconsistent  or unbalanced. 

Evaluat ion at tempts to cont rast  the validity and significance of 

compet ing arguments, which may include unbalanced 

comparisons, possible outcomes and conclusions based on valid 

interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  4  1 1 – 1 4  Accurate and thorough knowledge and understanding is 

demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported throughout  by 

relevant  legal author it ies and legal theories and applied to the 

given legal situat ion. 

Well-developed and logical chains of reasoning, showing a 

thorough understanding of the st rengths and weaknesses in 

different  legal author it ies. 

Evaluat ion shows a full awareness of the validit y and 

significance of compet ing arguments, leading to balanced 

comparisons, possible outcomes and effect ive conclusions 

based on just if ied interpretat ions of the law. 

 



 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

An sw er  Mar k s  

3 ( a)  ( 1  AO1 ) , ( 1  AO2 )  

On e m ar k  m ax im u m  f o r  p r ov id in g  an  accu r at e d escr ip t ion  

( 1  AO1 ) , an d  on e m ar k  m ax im u m  f or  an  ex am p le f o r  

ex p an sion  ( 1  AO2 ) . 

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

•  Solicitors (1 AO1)  

•  Cit izens’ Advice (1 AO1)  

•  Both the above are readily available throughout  the count ry 

and accessible in town cent res or high st reets (1 AO2)  

•  Barristers (1 AO1) , these can now be approached direct , but  

are less accessible and more expensive and specialised. (1 

AO2)  

•  Web sites (1 AO1) , readily accessible, but  unlikely to give 

personalised advice. ( 1 AO2)  

( 2 )  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

An sw er  Mar k s  

3 ( b )  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 )   

On e m ar k  f o r  ex p la in in g  t h e m ean in g  o f  t h e r o le, u p  t o  

t w o  m ar k s ( 2  AO1 ) , an d  on e m ar k  f o r  f u r t h er  ex p lan at ion  

o f  ex am p les u p  t o  a m ax im u m  o f  2  m ar k s. ( 2  AO2 ) . 

•  Someone who has been appointed to invest igate complaints 

about  companies and organisat ions. (1 AO1) . Examples 

include the energy, communicat ions, consumer sectors (1 

AO2)  

•  I t  is a way of t ry ing to resolve a complaint  without  going to 

court .  (1 AO1) . But  you must  complain to the organisat ion 

first , before you make a complaint  to the ombudsman. (1 

AO2)  and also it  is independent , free of charge and impart ial 

(1 AO2)  

( 4 )  

 

 



 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

I n d icat iv e con t en t  Mar k s  

3 ( c)  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 ) , ( 4  AO3 ) , ( 6  AO4 )  

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e co r r ect  ex p lan at ion   an d  

d em on st r at ion  o f  k n ow led g e an d  u n d er st an d in g  o f :  

• Sources of advice, Cit izens’ Advice, Trade Union, Solicitor  

• Sources of representat ion – Solicitor /  Barr ister 

• Payment  /  cost /  funding available  

 I nsurance 

 State funding 

 Condit ional fees 

 Trade Union Membership 

 Pro bono 

• Both the advantages and disadvantages of the above 

sources of advice and representat ion  in civ il cases should 

be considered 

• A conclusion, weighing up and balancing the evidence 

should be reached 

 

( 1 4 )  



 

 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

  0  A completely inaccurate response. 

Lev el  1  1 – 3  I solated elements of knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Applicat ion of knowledge and understanding is not  

appropriately related to the given context . 

Reasoning may be at tempted, but  the support  of legal 

authorit ies m ay be absent . 

There may be an incomplete at tempt  to raise possible 

outcomes and conclusions based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  2  4 – 6  Elements of knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are applied appropriately to the 

given legal situat ion. 

Chains of reasoning are at tempted but  connect ions are 

incomplete or inaccurate, and support  of legal author it ies may 

be applied inappropr iately. 

There is an at tempt  to raise possible outcomes and conclusions 

based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  3  7 – 1 0  Accurate knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported by relevant  and 

legal authorit ies and legal theor ies and applied to the given 

legal situat ion. 

Logical chains of reasoning are presented, but  connect ions 

and/ or unbalanced support  of legal author it ies may be 

inconsistent  or unbalanced. 

Evaluat ion at tempts to cont rast  the validity and significance of 

compet ing arguments, which may include unbalanced 

comparisons, possible outcomes and conclusions based on valid 

interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  4  1 1 – 1 4  Accurate and thorough knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported throughout  by 

relevant  legal author it ies and legal theories and applied to the 

given legal situat ion. 

Well-developed and logical chains of reasoning, showing a 

thorough understanding of the st rengths and weaknesses in 

different  legal author it ies. 

Evaluat ion shows a full awareness of the validit y and 

significance of compet ing arguments, leading to balanced 

comparisons, possible outcomes and effect ive conclusions 

based on just if ied interpretat ions of the law. 



 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

An sw er  Mar k s  

4 ( a)  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 )  

On e m ar k  f o r  each  accu r at e ex p lan at or y  p o in t  u p  t o  t w o  

m ar k s ( 2  AO1 ) , an d  on e m ar k  f o r  each  l in k ed  

ex p an sion / ex am p le u p  t o  t w o  m ar k s ( 2  AO2 ) .  

•   Laws are enforced by the state (1 AO1)  and have been 

through an official process when created, breach will incur a 

penalty (1 AO2)  

 AND 

On e m ar k  f o r  each  accu r at e ex p lan at or y  p o in t  u p  t o  t w o  

m ar k s ( 2  AO1 ) , an d  on e m ar k  f o r  each  l in k ed  

ex p an sion / ex am p le u p  t o  t w o  m ar k s ( 2  AO2 ) . 

• Moral or social rules are not  enforced by the state, they 

are informal and more flexible (1 AO1)  so breaking them 

will not  carry ser ious consequences (1 AO2) . 

( 4 )  

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

I n d icat iv e con t en t  Mar k

s  

4 ( b )  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 ) , ( 2  AO3 )  

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

Choice of ei t h er  Ut i l i t ar ian ism   

• Ut ilitar ianism  is an ethical theory stat ing that  the best  act ion 

is to ensure the well- being of all – humans and animals (1 

AO1)   

• Jeremy Bentham was the founder of ut ilitar ianism , 

• described theory as ut ilit y being the sum of all pleasure that  

results from an act ion, m inus the suffer ing of anyone 

involved in the act ion. (1 AO2)  

• Ut ilitar ianism  – happiness is the basis, not  whether an act ion 

is good or bad – the happiness of the greatest  number of 

people is the most  im portant  thing (2 AO3)  

OR  Posi t iv ism  

•  Posit iv ism  is a philosophical theory stat ing that  posit ive 

knowledge is based on natural phenomena and their  propert ies 

and relat ions (1 AO1) .  

•  Defined as a sensory experience derived from reason and logic 

forms the only source of all knowledge (1 AO2) . 

Posit iv ism  based on science – 3 stages – theological, metaphysical 

and posit ive – where science is most  important  – and everything 

is explained in terms of cause and effect . (2 AO3) .  

( 6 )  



 

 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

  0  A completely inaccurate response. 

Lev el  1  1 – 2  I solated elements of knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Applicat ion of knowledge and understanding is not  

appropriately related to the given context . 

Reasoning may be at tempted, but  the support  of legal 

authorit ies m ay be absent . 

Lev el  2  3 – 4  Elements of knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are applied to the given legal 

situat ion. 

Chains of reasoning are at tempted but  connect ions are 

incomplete or inaccurate, and support  of legal author it ies may 

be applied inappropr iately. 

Lev el  3  5 – 6  Accurate knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported by relevant  and 

legal authorit ies and legal theor ies and applied to the given 

legal situat ion. 

Logical chains of reasoning are presented in a consistent  and 

balanced manner, and supported by appropriate legal 

authorit ies. 

 

  



 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

I n d icat iv e con t en t  Mar k s  

4 ( c)  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 ) , ( 3  AO3 ) , ( 3  AO4 )  

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

Hart  /  Devlin Debate the lat ter arguing the damage caused by 

law lacking morality against  the view that  some people's moral 

values ought  not  to be used to stop others' behaviour 

Discussion on legal theories -  Hart  – posit iv ist  – no valid 

connect ion between law and morals 

Natural law – man m ade laws depend on a higher morality and if 

not , then they are not  valid 

Wolfenden Commit tee 

Examples:  Human Fert ilisat ion and Embriology Act  

Surragacy 

Euthanasia -  Diane Pret ty 

St  George’s Healthcare t rust  v S 

Equality Act  

Mandatory Life sentences 

Ant i- terrorism  laws 

Evaluat ing decided cases on above topics and cases such as R v 

Brown;  Shaw v DPP;  R v R;  the Gillick case and concluding as to 

the extent  to which morals have informed the development  of 

laws. 

Conclusion, weighing up the evidence.  

( 1 0 )  



 

 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

  0  A completely inaccurate response. 

Lev el  1  1 – 2  I solated elements of knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Applicat ion of knowledge and understanding is not  

appropriately related to the given context . 

Reasoning may be at tempted, but  the support  of legal 

authorit ies m ay be absent . 

There may be an incomplete at tempt  to address compet ing 

arguments based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  2  3 – 4  Elements of knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are applied appropriately to the 

given legal situat ion. 

Chains of reasoning are at tempted but  connect ions are 

incomplete or inaccurate, and support  of legal author it ies may 

be applied inappropr iately. 

There is an at tempt  to gauge the validity of compet ing 

arguments based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  3  5 – 6  Accurate knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported by relevant  and 

legal authorit ies and legal theor ies and applied to the given 

legal situat ion. 

Logical chains of reasoning are presented, but  connect ions and 

support  of legal authorit ies m ay be inconsistent  or unbalanced. 

The response at tempts to cont rast  the validity and significance 

of compet ing arguments, which may include comparisons, 

based on valid interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  4  7 – 1 0  Accurate and thorough knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported throughout  by 

relevant  and legal authorit ies and legal theories and applied to 

the given legal situat ion. 

Well-developed and logical chains of reasoning, showing a 

thorough understanding of the st rengths and weaknesses in 

different  legal author it ies. 

The response shows an awareness of the validit y and 

significance of compet ing arguments, leading to balanced 

comparisons based on just if ied interpretat ions of the law. 

 



 

 

Qu est ion  

n u m b er  

I n d icat iv e con t en t  Mar k s  

5  ( 2  AO1 ) , ( 2  AO2 ) , ( 8  AO3 ) , ( 8  AO4 )  

Resp on ses ar e l i k e ly  t o  in clu d e:  

Explanat ion of aim  of sentencing and could include discussion 

of:   

• Retribut ion  

• Denunciat ion 

• Protect ion of the public 

• Deterrence 

• Rehabilitat ion 

• Reparat ion 

• Conclusion with just if icat ion  

• Sanct ions include:  

Pr ison sentences, guidelines and tar iffs, m it igat ing or 

aggravat ing factors, suspended sentences;  probat ion, 

community service, tagging, dr iv ing bans, fines, curfews, 

exclusion orders.  

• Theories of punishment  linked to sanct ions 

• Simple stat ist ical informat ion can be provided in support   

• Conclusion, weighing up the evidence and j ust if icat ion for 

conclusion 

 

( 2 0 )  



 

 

Lev el  Mar k  Descr ip t o r  

  0  A completely inaccurate response. 

Lev el  1  1 – 4  

  

  

  

I solated elements of knowledge and understanding are 

demonst rated. 

Applicat ion of knowledge and understanding is not  

appropriately related to the given context . 

Reasoning may be at tempted, but  the support  of legal 

authorit ies m ay be absent . 

There may be an incomplete at tempt  to raise possible 

outcomes and conclusions based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  2  5 – 8  Elements of knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are applied appropriately to the 

given legal situat ion. 

Chains of reasoning are at tempted but  connect ions are 

incomplete or inaccurate, and support  of legal author it ies may 

be applied inappropr iately. 

There is an at tempt  to raise possible outcomes and conclusions 

based on interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  3  9 – 1 4  Accurate knowledge and understanding are demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported by relevant  and 

legal authorit ies and legal theor ies and applied to the given 

legal situat ion. 

Logical chains of reasoning are presented, but  connect ions 

and/ or unbalanced support  of legal author it ies may be 

inconsistent  or unbalanced. 

Evaluat ion at tempts to cont rast  the validity and significance of 

compet ing arguments, which may include unbalanced 

comparisons, possible outcomes and conclusions based on valid 

interpretat ions of the law. 

Lev el  4  1 5 – 2 0  Accurate and thorough knowledge and understanding is 

demonst rated. 

Knowledge and understanding are supported throughout  by 

relevant  legal author it ies and legal theories and applied to the 

given legal situat ion. 

Well-developed and logical chains of reasoning, showing a 

thorough understanding of the st rengths and weaknesses in 

different  legal author it ies. 

Evaluat ion shows a full awareness of the validit y and 

significance of compet ing arguments, leading to balanced 

comparisons, possible outcomes and effect ive conclusions 

based on just if ied interpretat ions of the law. 
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