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Introduction 

 

This was the fifth paper in this 2015 new specification for International A- 

Level Law. The new Paper 1 contains 5 questions of 20 marks each. There 
is no question choice on the paper, candidates are required to answer all 

questions. The format of the paper is that the first two questions consist of 
short to medium response questions, the next two questions consist of 
multi-part, problem-solving questions and the last question on the paper is 

a problem-solving question. The paper is worth 50% of the total 
International A-Level raw marks. The subject content for the paper is 

selected from the nature, purpose of and liability in Law, and the sources of 
English law, its enforcement and administration. 

Most candidates attempted all questions, although some candidates omitted 
to answer Questions 2(c), 4(b) and 4(c). This would appear to be 
because of lack of knowledge, rather than time issues.  

Candidates are advised to read the whole paper before starting, as there 

were instances of repetition of information. Interpretation of questions and 
their command words need to be improved upon. Candidates must 

remember that each part of a question is marked in isolation, so if the 
correct information for part a of a question is put wrongly in the answer to 
part b of that question rather than in part a, no marks will be awarded for 

that information. That does not mean that candidates should put all they 
know on a topic down three times for each section of a question. 

Candidates are also advised to ensure that their handwriting is legible and 

remains so for the entire paper. It is appreciated that candidates are 
rushing to complete the paper in a limited time, but legibility is important. 

Trying to decipher handwriting was somewhat of a problem this year. 

 
General issues 
 
Questions carrying 2 or 4 marks are asking candidates for points- based 
answers which means they could receive a mark for every correct accurate 
point made in answering the question. Space provided for answers should 
inform candidates of the length of the required response. Command words 
such as ’State’, ‘Describe’ or ‘Explain’, gain marks for providing knowledge, 
description or explanation and providing examples for exemplification of 
specific legal concepts. 
 
Questions worth 6, 10,12,14 or 20 marks are asking candidates to provide an 
explanation, assessment, analysis or evaluation of a given legal concept or 
issue using a combination of appropriate legal knowledge together with an 
assessment of the issue. Candidates answers are awarded a mark based on the 
level of response they display.  
 
Questions asking for ‘Analyse’ require candidates to weigh up a legal issue 
with accurate knowledge supported by authorities or legal theories and to 
display developed reasoning and balance. Questions asking for ‘Evaluation’ 
additionally require a balanced and justified conclusion based on this 
reasoning. 



 

 
 
Question 1a: (2 Marks) 
This question is a points-based one where the candidate needs to state the 
meaning of ‘ratio decidendi’. 
 
Many candidates could only EITHER state the meaning OR give an example. 
This meant they were awarded 1 mark rather than 2, as in the example 
below.  

 
However, the example below, although rather difficult to read, scored 2. 

 
 
 
Q1(b): (6 Marks) 
This was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level 
based on where this best fitted the level descriptors. 
 
The command word in this question was ‘Briefly describe’. Candidates were 
required in their description to demonstrate understanding of how Judicial 
Precedent operates in the civil court system and illustrate this by providing 
examples.  



 

Candidates’ answers often just attempted to describe the terms ‘ratio’ and 
‘obiter’, and to say that higher courts bind lower courts. These answers were 
usually very simplistic. Some answers contained nothing about the hierarchy 
but wrote about different types of precedent. 
For level 1 candidates were only able to provide isolated elements of 
knowledge and understanding of the hierarchy. 
For level 2 candidates provided several elements of knowledge supported an 
attempt at some illustration 
For level 3 candidates demonstrated detailed understanding supported by 
relevant application and authorities. 
 
The example below was a top of band 2 answer. If it had included a case 
example it could have been band 3. 
 

 
 
 
 
Question 1(c): (12 Marks) 
This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level 
based on where this best fitted the level descriptors. 
 
The command word in this question was ‘Assess’, which was looking for an 
extended answer, weighing up the advantages and disadvantages of the 
doctrine of judicial precedent. This should have included a balanced 
assessment, with some illustration. All too often responses were just in a brief 
numbered list, with vague points such as ‘certainty’ or ‘rigidness’ given 
without any expansion or illustration. 
 
For level 1 candidates gave isolated elements of knowledge. 



 

For level 2 candidates demonstrated some understanding and began to make 
connections. 
For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding and attempts 
application using examples. 
For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding, 
logical chains of reasoning and good application. 
 
The example below is a top of band 3 answer. If some illustration or 
examples had been given it would have been top band. 
 
 
 Examiner tip 

Try and identify the key issues/cases to 

enhance your mark. This will mean your 

answers will be more concise and focused. 

 

Examiner comments 

The answer below scored 9 - top 

of band 3. It assesses the position 

but needs illustration to be in the 

top band. 

 



 

 
 
Q2(a): (4 Marks) 
This question is a points-based one where the candidate needs to state any 
four stages that a bill must pass through to become an act of parliament. 
  
The command word is ‘state’ which only requires knowledge, therefore an 
example for each stage was all that was required, not an explanation of each 
stage. Also stages prior to the bill were not required, nor was it necessary to 
get the stages in the correct order. 
 
Therefore, the example below scored full marks. 



 

 
 
Whereas the example below only scored 2 marks. 

 
 
 
Q2(b): (6 Marks) 
This question was marked using a level- of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level 
based on where this best fitted the level descriptions. 
 
The command word here is ‘analyse’ which requires candidates to weigh up 
the effectiveness of any ONE of the three statutory rules given, with accurate 
knowledge supported by authorities or legal theories and to display developed 
reasoning and balance. 
 
For level 1 candidates were only able to provide isolated elements of 
knowledge. 
For level 2 candidates provided elements of knowledge and understanding.  
For level 3 candidates demonstrated detailed understanding supported by 
relevant examples. 
 
Candidates did well on this question. Below is an example of a top band 
answer. 



 

 
 
 
Q2(c): (10 Marks) 
This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level 
based on where this best fitted the level descriptions. 
 
The command word in this question was ‘Assess’, which was looking for an 
extended answer, weighing up the advantages and disadvantages of 
parliamentary law making. This should have included a balanced assessment 
with examples of statutes to illustrate both advantages and disadvantages.  
 
For level 1 candidates gave isolated elements of knowledge. 
For level 2 candidates demonstrated some understanding and began to make 
connections. 
For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding and attempt 
application using examples. 
For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding, 
logical chains of reasoning and good application. 
 
The assessment in many candidates’ answers was very simplistic, often 
unbalanced and without any examples or authorities for justification. Again, it 



 

was common to see a brief numbered list with generic statements such as 
‘slow process’, or ‘democratic’, but with no illustration. 
 
Below is an example of a top band answer. 
 
 Examiner tip 

For an assess 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 

skills. 

Examiner comments 

This scored 8 - band 4 marks. It 

assesses advantages and 

disadvantages and provides examples 

/ illustration to points made. 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 



 

Q3(a): (2 Marks) 
 
The command word is ‘describe briefly’ which requires candidates to provide 
an accurate description of the role of an ombudsman. One mark is awarded 
for the definition of a role and a further mark for expansion or example. The 
question was not done very well on the whole. 
 
The example below was given 2 marks. 

 
 
As was the example below. 

 
 
 
Q3(b): (4 Marks) 
 
The command word in this question was ‘Explain’, which was looking for a 
detailed answer explaining the purpose and the role of ACAS in dispute 
resolution. 
 
This question is a points-based one where the candidate needed to explain the 
purpose for 2 marks and the role for 2 marks.  
 
This question was very badly answered. Indeed, a number of candidates 
omitted the question completely. The answer below was given 4 marks.  
 
 



 

 
The answer below scored 2 marks. 

 
 
 
Question 3(c): (14 Marks) 
 
This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level 
based on where this best fitted the level descriptions. 
 
The command word in this question was ‘Evaluate’, which was looking for an 
extended answer with examples of the effectiveness of tribunals in the 
English Legal System. 
 
Candidates were expected to set provide some detail and knowledge about 
the structure, composition and purpose of tribunals before explaining their 
advantages and disadvantages and drawing on evidence to then justify their 
argument as to their effectiveness. Candidates needed to weigh up the 
relevant issues and provide a conclusion.  
 



 

Most candidates made general statements or comments about the composition 
and purpose rather than providing an evaluation and conclusion. 
 
For level 1 candidates demonstrated isolated elements of knowledge 
For level 2 candidates demonstrated some elements of understanding and 
began to apply their knowledge to the question. 
For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding of the question 
supported by relevant examples or authorities and attempted to balance 
reasoning and evaluate with a conclusion. 
For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding 
and an awareness of competing arguments of the strengths and weaknesses 
with balanced interpretations, reasoning and a sound conclusion. 
 

The answer below is an example of top band two/bottom band 3. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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. 



 

 
 
 
 
 



 

Q4(a): (4 marks) 
 
The command word is ‘state’ which requires candidates to show knowledge 
and provide an example for four ways of funding legal advice and 
representation. 
 
This question is a points-based one where candidates were expected to 
provide 4 examples. 
 
There was some confusion and some candidates answered the question 
wrongly, thinking it was about alternative dispute resolution (ADR). 
 
Below is an example of an answer that scored 4 marks. 
 

 
 
The example below however scored no marks. 
 

 
 



 

Q4(b): (6 marks)  
This question was marked using a level- of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level 
based on where this best fitted the level descriptions. 
 
The command word in this question was ‘analyse’, which was looking for 
candidates to weigh up the effectiveness of TWO ways of obtaining legal 
advice and representation to display developed reasoning and balance in a 
detailed answer with examples.  
 
The question was badly answered.  A lot of candidates gave answers solely 
based on alternative dispute resolution (ADR). 
For level 1 candidates were only able to provide isolated elements of 
knowledge. 
For level 2 candidates provided several elements of knowledge possibly 
supported by an example. 
For level 3 candidates demonstrated detailed understanding supported by 
relevant examples. 
 
Below are two examples of a band 2 answer. 

 
 
 



 

 
 
Q4(c): (10 marks) 
 
This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level 
based on where this best fitted the level descriptions. 
 
The command word in this question was ‘Assess’, which was looking for an 
extended answer using examples. The question required a balanced 
assessment of the advantages and disadvantages of alternative dispute 
resolution (ADR). Many candidates did not even specify or explain what was 
meant by ADR and again merely listed generic points e.g. cheaper, quicker, 
without providing examples to illustrate that they actually had knowledge of 
the subject matter of the question. 
 
For level 1 candidates demonstrated isolated elements of knowledge 
For level 2 candidates demonstrated some understanding and began to apply 
their knowledge appropriately to the question. 
For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding of the question 
supported by relevant examples. 
For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding 
exemplified with appropriate, well explained and applied authorities.  
 
 



 

The example below scored in the top band. 

 
 
 
 Examiner tip 

Try and identify the key issues to enhance your mark. This will mean your answers will be 

more concise and focused. 

 



 

 
 

Q 5: (20 marks) 
 
This question was marked using a levels-of-response based mark scheme. The 
candidates’ answers were assessed in their entirety and allocated a level 
based on where this best fitted the level descriptions. This is the question 
candidates need to spend some time on, due to the fact that there are no 
subsections to the question and therefore the total question marks of 20 are 
based around a single answer. 
 
The command word in this question was ‘Evaluate’, which was looking for an 
extended answer. Candidates were expected to evaluate using decided case 
law, whether the concept of morality is certain and thereby enforceable.  
Candidates were expected to illustrate their answers and justify an argument 
and their conclusion.  
 
Most candidates managed their time well to complete this last question on the 
paper, and it would appear that this a topic that is well known. However, 
some candidates did not use case law as required by the question, but 
obviously knew the theories and topic well. It is important to answer the 
question posed, not the one you want to answer, or have practised. 
 
For level 1 candidates demonstrated isolated elements of knowledge relating 
to law and morality 
For level 2 candidates demonstrated some understanding and began to apply 
their knowledge appropriately to the question. 
For level 3 candidates demonstrated accurate understanding of the question 
supported by relevant examples. 
For level 4 candidates demonstrated thorough and accurate understanding 
exemplified with appropriate, well explained and applied examples to reach a 
justified conclusion on the effectiveness of the case law on whether the 
concept of morality is certain and thereby enforceable. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

The example below scored in the top band. 
 

 
 



 

 

 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

Examiner comments 

This scored 15 marks. It was a good answer, top band. It 

explained both law and morality well, their connections, 

theories and used case law to evaluate and come to a justified 

conclusion. 



 

 

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

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

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

focused. 

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

appropriate amount of time on the question based on the marks. 

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

information to put in each part before starting part a. 

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

answer questions and additionally relevant case law and legislation to 

illustrate longer answers. 

• Provide balanced answers when asked to provide advantages and 

disadvantages. 

• Provide a conclusion for ‘evaluate’ questions.  

 

 

There was a pleasing increase in the entry figure for this new-look 

examination this year compared to 2018.  

All the candidates answered the required three questions and few if any 

displayed signs of problems relating to time or rubric infringement.  

 

Even though the examination has changed many candidates still tend to 

write about or describe the topics/characters/events listed in question parts 

c and d rather than focussing on the question posed.  

 

The new style part d question gave the candidate topics on which to use in 

their answer together with a statement that they should also use 

information of their own. Unfortunately, few candidates did. It is hoped that 

following this, examination Centres will take note of the new style question 

and prepare future candidates to make good attempts to answer the 

question fully.  

 

 

Comments on individual questions 

 

Q1 

 

Most candidates were able to score 2 marks for question 1b on the ways 

that Cyclone Bhola affected the local population in 1970.  

Many candidates were able to describe or identify some of the reasons why 

Sheikh Mujibur Rahman became unpopular but answers gave little emphasis 

in the way of explanation of why.  



 

As a result, many answers were limited to a level 2 mark.  

 

The Canal Water Dispute was a well-known topic and along with the 

additional material of the Indian control of the headworks and the refugee 

issue, most candidates were able to make an attempt at explaining their 

answers. However, few candidates went beyond the topics stated in the 

question as requested.  

 

As a result, the maximum mark achieved was usually limited at the top of 

level 3. 

 

 

Q2 

 

Question 2 was a popular question, which required candidates to answer 

questions on Bengal.  

 

The achievements of Hussain Shahi usually attracted 2 marks but the 

question on why the Sufis gained so many converts to Islam was not so well 

done. It was clear that candidates had a good knowledge of Sufis and 

Sufism but the question was specific in asking for reasons on why the 

gained converts.  

 

As a result, high marks were not forthcoming from a majority of candidates 

who merely described all they knew about Sufis. 

 

There was a good knowledge regarding the Pala and Sena dynasties and in 

particular the achievements of Dharmapala and Laksmanasena. There was 

lots of description but mixed with genuine attempts to answer the question. 

However, few candidates went beyond these two individuals by using their 

own knowledge and as result a top level 3 mark was the maximum that 

candidates were achieving. 

 

 

Q3 

 

This was also a popular question on the Mughal Empire. Most candidates 

were able to identify the reasons why the East India Company became 

involved in the sub-continent with most candidates scoring up to 2 marks. A 

large number of candidates displayed good knowledge on the work of Sher 

Shah but fewer on his actual achievements.  

 

As a result most answers were limited to a mark within level 2. Shaista 

Khan was also a well-known individual with many candidates able to 

consider the achievements of his military conquests together with his 

construction projects at home. However most candidates did not go further 

than these topics and as a result, again a mark at the top end of level 3 was 

the maximum achieved. 



 

Q4 

 

Candidates had to answer questions on Bengal under British rule. Part 4b 

on the features of Bengal Renaissance was well known with many maximum 

marks achieved. Attempts to answer Question 4c on the reasons why Lord 

Cornwallis introduced the Permanent Settlement were not well done and a 

low level 2 mark was a common one.  

 

Clearly this was not a well-known topic. There were some good attempts to 

answer the question on the reasons for the War of Independence. The 

Greased Cartridge incident was very well known but supplementary topics 

including the sepoys discontent and the imposition of English as a foreign 

language were not covered well. There was scant evidence of using 

candidates’ own knowledge to explain further reasons for the conflict and a 

top level 3 mark was the maximum achieved. 

 

 

Q5 

 

This was a popular question on the topic ‘on the road to partition.’ 

However, the question was not answered well. Few candidates could state 

two terms of the Indian Councils Act of 1909 Q5(b) or why the Government 

of India Act of 1935 was a turning point in Hindu-Muslim relations Q5(c)  

As a result, marks achieved were not high.  

 

Q5(d) 

More surprisingly attempts to answer were poor. It was expected that a 

well-known topic as Congress Rule would have been a high scoring question 

but it seemed that few candidates were able to get to grips with it. Bande 

Matram, the nationalistic Hindu song and anti-Muslim riots were often 

ignored and irrelevant information was brought into candidates’ answers. 

Even when candidates did address the topics given there was little 

explanation as to why these were disliked by Muslims. 

 

 

Q6 

 

This question asked candidates to answer questions on ‘Bangladesh – the 

establishing the new country.’ Begum Rokeya  

 

 

Q6(b) was well known and attracted 2 marks usually. 

   

Most candidates knew of the work of General Ziaur Rahman and were able 

to explain why he brought about stability in Bangladesh. There were some 

top-level marks awarded for this question.  

 



 

However, question Q6(d) on the contribution of Bangladesh to world 

organisations including the United Nations and the Commonwealth were not 

answered well.  

 

It was clear that many candidates’ knowledge of this topic was of sufficient 

depth to score highly and as a result marks were usually limited to level 2. 

 

 

 


