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Examiners Report Global Politics October 2021 

Introduction 

The October Global Politics examination was attempted by a similarly small number of 

students as the 2020 examination and certainly far fewer than previous series, which 

was to be expected. There was, as usual, a real range of responses. There was some 

evidence that centres and students were recognising the importance of covering the 

relevant Assessment Objectives in each question and it was pleasing to note that a 

number of candidates were able, in the longer responses, to move beyond AO1 to 

significant coverage of AO2 and AO3. These candidates were, of course, well rewarded. 

This report moves to a concentration on the individual questions with extracts from 

scripts used to illustrate a number of points and concludes with a few pieces of advice 

for future examinations in order to help to raise achievement. 

Q1a 

Question 1a was the less popular of the two questions that make up Section A but was 

still attempted by a decent proportion of the students who sat this examination. There 

was a range in performance with stronger responses tending to provide some brief 

background on the ICC and Special Tribunals before turning to criticism. Stronger 

responses provided both knowledge and analysis and discussed numerous criticisms. 

Criticism covered included the length of time taken to prosecute and the fact that states 

may well disagree with court decisions which is key in an anarchical society of states. 

There was reference to the fact that prosecutions have only taken place in certain states 

and circumstances and not in others and that any deterrent value may be questioned 

given the continued human rights violations that take place globally. A number of 

candidates highlighted the relatively low number of prosecutions and questioned the 

value for money of the ICC and Special Tribunals. 

 

The following extract is from part of a stronger response which seeks to highlight 

criticism, with use of examples and some developed analysis in parts. There is a focus 

on state disagreement with court decisions and the impact of state sovereignty on 

effectiveness.  

 



 

 



 

 

 

Weaker responses tended to provide only a brief outline of criticism with very little 

analysis in support. 

 

 

Q1b 

Question 1b was the more popular of the two questions that make up Section A. 

Candidates tended to provide a background and explanation of each organisation, one 

at a time, rather than directly comparing and contrasting to make clear the difference in 

role and significance although the following extract is an example of a candidate directly 



contrasting the two organisations. 

 

 

A further example attempts to make clear one of the key differences between the 

United Nations and NATO with a focus on the difference in breadth of role. 

 

 



 

They also cover elements of difference in significance which many other scripts failed to 

cover.

 

They later return to a further consideration of both role and significance. 

 

Q2 

Question 2 prompted some excellent examples with pleasing knowledge and analysis. 

Unfortunately, some responses missed the opportunity to make synoptic points and 

consequently failed to access Level 4 as is made clear in the mark scheme. A key 

differentiator with this question was the extent to which candidates were able to tackle 

both the significance of states and the impact of international organisations rather than 

just one of the two elements. 

The following script is an example where a candidate makes clear the realist perspective 

on the importance of the state and uses an example to show where international 

organisations are weakened by perceived state interest. 



 

They go on to contrast the realist perspective with that of the Liberal perspective. 



 

They continue to remain relevant with a further focus on the significance of states 

based on the emergence and development of the globalisation phenomenon. 

 

 



There is an interesting later development where they focus on the idea that 

international organisations can be used as an instrument of state power.

 

 

Q3a 

Question 3a was the most popular of the questions tackled by students in Section C of 

the examination paper. Stronger responses tended to cover a range of criteria when 

evaluating whether the EU has become a superpower, comparable with the United 

States. Candidates discussed the size of the EU economy and the market of approx. 445 

million people as well as the developing structural power of the United States. 

Candidates also discussed the Soft Power status of the EU and considered the military 

credentials of the organisation.  

Those who supported the idea that the EU has become a superpower, comparable with 

the United States tended to assert that the most significant elements were economic, 

soft power and structural power. They compared the combined GDP of the EU with the 

United States. They also made clear the growth of EU structural power in bodies like the 

WTO and G20 and the role that the EU has played in environmental and other treaties. 

They also contrasted the growing soft power status of the EU with the loss of some US 

soft power in recent years and felt that a criteria of economic, structural, military etc 

power made clear that the EU was now comparable to the US in power status. 

Those who opposed the idea that the EU had become a superpower, comparable with 

the United States tended to consider a similar criteria. They made the point that the EU 

is made of 27 sovereign states and that the EU lacks a single effective voice and effective 

decision maker and that there are often clashing interests between the member states. 

They also asserted that the United States is a key member of structural bodies including 

the Security Council, IMF, W Bank and the G7 which the EU lacks full membership of. 

They made the point that the US tends to be ranked towards the top end of tables of 

soft power status and whilst individual EU states may also rank highly, the EU lacks a 

single brand image. The clearest area of focus was military power and candidates made 

clear that, whilst the US has a huge military capability and global reach, the EU lacks 

control over member states capabilities which, even when taken collectively, are 

dwarfed by that of the United States.  



It was useful to try to provide a definition or explanation of the key term in the question 

which the following script attempted to do. 

 

 

Q3b 

Question 3b was the joint second most popular question tackled by students in this 

section of the examination paper. There was a real variety in the quality of what was 

produced with a small number of students sticking closely to the specific question whilst 

numerous weaker responses tended to discuss either environmental or economic 

issues rather than comparing the attention focussed on both.  

In discussion of environmental attention, better candidates usually had an awareness of 

the major conferences which have taken place to include Kyoto, Copenhagen and Paris 

and argued that the increase in the number and coverage of these global summits 

suggested that environmental issues were gaining more attention than other issues, 

including economic. Discussion on the significance of the IPCC and UNFCCC was useful 

where candidates argued that major powers were more willing to engage in processes 

relating to the environment and that an increased state willingness to abide by 



decisions made in summits and conferences evidenced a greater attention for 

environmental issues. Stronger candidates often argued that the significant increase in 

the number of NGOs and social movements committed to tackling environmental 

concerns such as the global Schools’ climate strike in early 2019 and Extinction 

Rebellion or Friends of the Earth provided further evidence of a shift in attitudes to the 

environment which makes clear the greater attention on environmental issues above 

other issues. 

Stronger counter arguments tended to focus on the continued significance of the IMF, 

World Bank, WTO and G7 in easing the flow of trade and encouraging and supporting 

economic growth globally through support for free trade. It was felt that the fact that 

these economic institutions have been in place for an extended period and continue to 

operate, suggests that the global community is particularly concerned about economic 

issues rather than other issues such as the environment.  Almost universal membership 

of these global governance bodies also suggests that states are particularly concerned 

about economic matters. The widespread state acceptance of these economic bodies is 

contrasted with environmental agreements which tend to be less strictly adhered to. 

Environmental agreements often include opt outs such as the controversial carbon 

sinks and carbon trading that are allowed as part of the Kyoto agreement and similar 

treaties such as Copenhagen and Paris where states can often avoid firm targets.        

 

Q3c 

Question 3b was the joint second most popular question tackled by students in this 

section of the examination paper. Those candidates who decided to tackle this question 

tended to focus on the impact of the European Union with other regional bodies used 

less frequently, or not at all. Other regional bodies, when used, tended to be used to 

support the view that sovereignty hasn’t been eroded. 

The arguments in support of the view that regional organisations have eroded 

sovereignty tended to focus on a few key areas. Candidates made the point that there 

has been an increase in regional bodies and an increase in the areas that they are 

involved in as support for the evaluation that states no longer represent the sole or 

most significant decision makers in global politics. They tended to focus on the EU and 

institutions which make decisions impacting on member states such as the European 

Court of Justice, Commission and Parliament. Supranational characteristics and the role 

of the ECJ in cases such as Factortame supported this view. 

 

Candidates explained the increasing role of regional organisations in global bodies and 

included the European Union being authorised to make decisions for member states in 

the WTO as well as having representation in bodies like G20 and making decisions for 

member states in a series of other organisations and agreements including 



environmental agreements which implies that states have lost a degree of control and 

sovereignty. The backlash against the pooling of sovereignty in states like the UK and 

Poland were used to evidence that sovereignty clearly is being eroded. 

 

Counter arguments tended to focus on the continued exclusive state access to certain 

key decision-making bodies such as the Security Council as evidence that regional 

bodies are still excluded from high level decision making which indicates that 

sovereignty has not been eroded. Some candidates were able to articulate that regional 

bodies tend not to have supranational elements and that they often seek to preserve 

sovereignty. The African Union is a staunch defender of state sovereignty, territorial 

integrity and the independence of its member states and ASEAN was created primarily 

as a defence against superpower influence and with a protection of sovereignty and the 

ASEAN way at its core. Candidates made clear that most regional bodies have an 

economic focus and that states restrict them to this focus for purely selfish economic 

reasons. As expected, Brexit was a regular topic of discussion with some candidates 

arguing that it represented a re-asserting of state sovereignty with other anti-EU 

movements in Hungary, Poland, Austria, Netherlands and Italy suggesting a continued 

reluctance to accept any challenge to state sovereignty. 

 

The following extract sets out how one particular candidate seeks to address the 

question.

 
They move to further consideration of potential erosion of sovereignty. 



 
  They then move to a counter argument. 

 

This consideration of arguments for and against the key element of the question can be 

effective where AO2 and AO3 are sustained. 

 



There is a later interesting point about regional organisations acting in support of states 

and, in fact, strengthening their sovereignty. 

 

 

Conclusion 

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

Many of the stronger Section C, 30-mark responses tended to provide a clear sense of 

direction in introductions which can include definitions/explanations of key terms and 

key points for discussion that are likely to follow. 



It is always pleasing to note the use of contemporary examples to support analysis in 

Sections A and B and in support of analysis and evaluation in Section C of the paper 

Quotes can be very useful but not in isolation. Make clear the relevance of a quote. 

A regular reference back to the title usually ensures that a response is on target and 

avoids drifting to irrelevance. 

Linked to the above point, beware the temptation to explain all that you know rather 

than what is actually relevant to the specific question being asked. 
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