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UK CONSTITUTIONAL FRAMEWORK

Wednesday 5th December 2007
9.25 am-12.30 pm (incl. 5 mins. for reading)

Time allowed: 3 hours

	Answer SIX questions 

All questions carry equal marks   

Where questions are divided into sections, marks will be allocated

    equally unless otherwise indicated.
Maximum marks 300



1
Describe the changes in the role and function of the Lord Chancellor resulting from 
the Constitutional Reform Act 2005.

2
What are the limitations on the ability of MPs to hold ministers to account?
3
Write a short account of TWO of the following:

a) a European directive
b) a European regulation
c) a European treaty
d) the European Court of Justice

4

Describe the purpose and composition of Administrative Tribunals giving reasons for 
their growth over recent years.

5

Outline the responsibility, role and function of a Magistrates court.

6

Explain the role and function of the Speaker of the House of Commons.
7.
Select ONE of the following organisations and describe its role in the relationships between local government and central government:

(a)
The Local Government Association (LGA)
OR
(b) The Convention of Scottish Local Authorities (CoSLA)
OR

(c)
The Welsh Local Government Association (WLGA).
8

Explain the meaning of judicial review giving examples of when the actions of a Local 
Authority might be the subject of such a review by the courts.

9

Explain the role of pressure groups and comment on their influence and effectiveness 
on central and local government.

10

Outline the effects of Human Rights Law on Central and Local Government.
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EXAMINER’S COMMENTS

1.
Candidates were expected to describe the role and functions prior to the Constitutional Reform Act 2005 and then contrast the changes.  Candidates that did well demonstrated an understanding of the doctrine of Separation of Powers.

2.
Candidates were expected to describe the limited opportunities for a back bench MP to question Ministers in the House of Commons.  They were also expected to describe by way of example how the privatisation of certain government owned industries, eg the Coal Board or the formation of independent executive agencies, covering areas previously [“run” by] directly under the Government, make it more difficult for back bench MPs to hold both the privatised industry or the executive agency, and, the Minister to account.

3.
Candidates were expected to have a basic understanding of the terminology associated with the EU bringing forward legislation. Good answers to (a) (b) and (c) included examples and how the type of legislation chosen took effect.  For (d) they were expected to  [They were also expected to] understand the basic workings of the European Court  and outline its composition.

4.
[Candidates were expected to give reasons for the development of administrative tribunals by comparing its procedures with that of a law court.  They were then expected to comment on the development and growth of tribunals by reference to some examples.]


Simon: the question asks for “purpose and composition” so I think the comments should refer to both as follows:


Candidates were expected to describe the purpose and composition of Administrative Tribunals. The best answers did this by comparison with the composition and procedures in law courts referring, for example, to the special expertise of tribunals in particular areas, their lay members and frequent informality of proceedings.  Reasons for development and growth  could include the growth in administrative law and the need to relieve the courts of cases.

5.
This was well answered.  Candidates were expected to describe the role of the Magistrate’s Court by reference to the Court structure.  They were then expected to describe the type of work carried out by the Magistrate’s Court.  They were also expected to describe the type of offences heard before the Court and also to consider the procedure and the personnel who manage this Court.  You could perhaps combine these sentences by using bullet points (perfectly acceptable in examiner’s comments, e.g.


Candidates were expected to describe :

· the role of the Magistrates’ Court by reference to the court structure

· the type of work carried out by the Magistrates’ Court

· the type of offence heard before the court

· the procedure of the court and the personnel who manage it.

6.
This was very well answered.  Candidates were expected to describe the role of the Speaker at the House of Commons.  Those who did well described aspects such as how the Speaker is chosen,  his/her work such as controlling debates and acting as link between the two Houses, and the wider ceremonial role performed by the Speaker. 

7.
Candidates were expected to describe the role of the Local Government Association at a Central Government level and also as an intermediary between Local and Central Government.  The LGA gives advice to Members, negotiate on behalf of their wider membership and also represent local authorities in all forms of negotiation.  The candidates that did well were able to make comments on all these matters.

8.
Generally this was poorly answered.  Candidates should have been able to describe the principle of judicial review and then proceed to give examples by way of case law, eg the GCHQ case, which give clear examples of when the courts might consider a review to be appropriate.

9.
This was well answered.  The role and function of pressure groups, both single issue and those who represent a specific group of people was very well explained, with reference to current examples.  These served to demonstrate the influence and effectiveness of pressure groups

10.
Very few answered this question.  Prior to the Human Rights Act 1998 this country did not have any basic statement of rights.  Candidates were expected to outline examples of some of the basic rights and comment on how this has affected the conduct of both Central and Local Government.

 FULL PROFESSIONAL 


QUALIFICATION


LEVEL 1


December 2007












UK Constitutional Framework, Level 1, December 2007 
Page 3 of 4

