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Examiners’ Report US and Comparative Politics Autumn 2021 Series 

1a 

Candidates were directed to consider the various aspects of the UK and US 

Constitutions that demonstrate differences in the nature of these key parts of 

the political systems. A range of factors could be considered for comparison, and 

the strongest answers were able to make explicit and direct comparisons on 

specific factors, supported by evidence from both countries. 

Candidates were not expected to write a narrative account of the historical 

development of each Constitution, and should be reminded that they need to 

compare a range of factors to access the higher levels. 

Here is an example of a response that uses one clear factor to make direct, 

explicit comparisons between the countries with exemplification. 

 

 

1b 

Candidates needed to select a range of factors to discuss here in relation to the 

Supreme Courts in both countries. These factors should have been applied to 

the Supreme Court in both countries to ensure comparative analysis was 



included, rather than looking at each institution separately with different factors 

selected for analysis. Exemplification for these factors was expected to access 

the higher levels. 

 

2 

Candidates were directed to analyse the ways in which the US Senate has 

greater power than the UK House of Lords. Candidates could choose from a 

range of factors for this analysis, but needed to ensure that the same factor was 

used to analyse each institution so that comparative analysis was a core part of 

their response.  

Candidates were also expected to include references to comparative theories 

here. Candidates could choose from rational, structural or cultural theory for 

their analysis, but if there was no explicit reference to at least one theory, the 

mark was limited to level 3, 9 marks. 

Exemplification was also essential for candidates to access the top level. 

Here is an example of an well-analysed response, with a clear focus on 

comparative points and well-selected evidence. The explicit references to 

structural and cultural theory ensure this response is able to access the top 

level, although it should be noted that candidates are only required to include 

one theory to access this level. 



  

 



 



 

3a 

This question expected candidates to consider the factors that affect the way 

members of Congress vote. Candidates were directed to evaluate the impact of 

divisions within political parties, and contrast this with the impact of divisions 

between the parties, and how these factors may affect how members of 

Congress vote. Candidates could also legitimately offer other factors to explain 

how members of Congress vote, including the impact of interest groups, 

campaign finance and personal ideology. 

Candidates were expected to identify policy areas or legislative issues where 

divisions exist or have existed in the past, and use them to exemplify how 

individual or groups of members of Congress have voted.  

Candidates should be reminded of the importance of the need to develop their 

points beyond simple comparisons, with detailed development of how the policy 

area/issue/other factor helps explain how members of Congress vote. Such 

analysis and evaluation should be supported by specific evidence. 



Centres are reminded that candidates are required to answer two out of the 

three optional essays. 

This is an example of a low level 4 response. The candidate makes two well-

developed points, with some evaluation, but there is insufficient range and 

exemplification to progress to the the top level. 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

3b 

This question expected candidates to focus on how the use of presidential 

powers have and can affect federalism. The premise suggested that federalism 

is in decline due to expanding use of presidential power rather than a more 

general discussion related to the growth of presidential power. Any discussion of 

presidential powers needed to be explicitly related to an analysis and 

exemplification of how the use of such powers has affected federalism. 

Candidates should be reminded of the importance of the need to develop their 

points beyond a historical narrative of the development of federalism and the 

different types of federalism. 

Centres are reminded that candidates are required to answer two out of the 

three optional essays. 

This is a md-level 4 response. Although there is a range of arguments, the 

analysis and evaluation is unbalanced. More challenge to the premise would 

give this more balance which, combined with a wider range of evidence, would 

have lifted this into level 5. 

 





 

 



 

 

 

3c 

This question expected candidates to analyse and evaluate the impact of both 

affirmative action and minority participation in Congress on racial equality. 

Candidates should have been prepared to analyse how much impact each factor 

has had on racial equality rather than give a narrative description of the 

development of civil rights in the USA. Evaluation of how far each factor has had 

more/less significance in terms of promoting racial equality was required to 

access the higher levels for AO3, with accompanying exemplification for the 



higher levels on AO2. Such evidence should include reference to the current 

situation and recent developments to avoid a historical approach to this paper. 

Centres are reminded that candidates are required to answer two out of the 

three optional essays. 

This is a low level 4 response. The candidate directly addresses the question 

throughout with a range of evidence, including some relevant recent examples. 

A wider range of arguments with accompanying analysis and evaluation would 

progress this further through the levels. 
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